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Communist  Unity  Convention 

The  National  Convention  to  establish  the  Communist  Party 
of  Great  Britain  was  held  on  Saturday,  July  31st,  1920, 
at  the  Cannon  Street  Hotel,  London,  E.C.,  and  on  the  day 
following"  at  the  International  Socialist  Club,  28,  East  Road, 
London,  E.C. 

The  Convention  was  summoned  by  the  Joint  Provisional  Com- 
mittoe  of  the  Communist  Unity  Conference,  representing  the 
British  Socialist  Party,  the  Communist  Unity  Group  and  the 
S.  Wales  Communist  Council. 

The  circular  of  invitation  tO'  Convention  reiad  as  follows  : — 

To  THE  Secretary,  July  7th,  1920 

Dear  Comrade, — ^The  negotiations  for  uniting  the  various  revolution- 
ary left  wing  organisation®  in  Britain  in  one  Communist  Party  have  now 
taken  definite  shape.  A great  National  Convention  to  establish  the 
Communist  Party  and  settle  all  questions  of  immediate  tactics,  will  be 
heli  in  the  Cannon  Street  Hotel,  London,  E.C.,  on  Saturday,  July  31st, 
at  2 p.m, 

.An  invitation  to  representation  at  this  National  Convention  is  cordially 
extended  to  all  organisation's,  branches  of  organisations,  local  communist 
groups  and  independent  socialist  societies  that  accept  the  fundamental 
bases  of  communist  unity  : (a)  The  Dictatorship  of  the  working  class ; 
(b)  The  Soviet  System;  (c)  /The  Third  International. 

All  bodies  participating  in  summoning  the  National  Convention  are 
pledged  to  abide  by  its  decisions  on  points  of  tactics,  and  to  merge  their 
organisations  in  the  new  Communist  Party.  Representation  at  the  Con- 
vention will  be  held  to  imply  that  the  branches,  groups  and  societies 
represented  will  also  accept  its  decisions  and  become  branches  of  the 
Communist  Party, 

Your  branch,  group  or  society  is  cordially  invited  to  send  delegates 
to  the  Convention  to  inaugurate  the  Communist  Party  and  determine  its 
tactics  an/d  policy.  Representation  will  be  at  the  rate  of  one  delegate  for 
every  25  members  or  part  thereof,  and  voting  at  the  Convention  will  be 
on  the  same  basis.  The  representation  fee  will  be  2s.  6d.  for  every  25 
members  or  part  of  25  members  represented. 

Delegates’  application  form  and  agenda  for  the  Convention  are 
attached  hereto.  Copies  of  a manifesto,  “ A Call  for  a Communist 
Party,”  are  also  enclosed. 

Delegates’  application  forms  should  be  sent  in  at  once.  Further 
copies  of  the  manifesto  can  be  obtained  on  application.  The  names  and 
addre.sses  of  secretaries  of  unattached  groups  and  societies  to  whom  in- 
' vitations  to  representation  should  be  sent  will  be  warmly  appreciated; 
and  where  speakers  are  required  to  explain  more  fully  the  object  of  the 
Convention,  they  will  gladly  be  sent  if  mutually  satisfactory  dates  can 
be  arranged. 

The  Communist  International  calls  us  to  action.  We  are  confident 
that  all  sincere  Communists ^ill  respond  to  that  call  and  help  us  to  make 
' the  National  Convention  and  the  Communist  Party  an  overwhelming 
success.  , 

On  behalf  of  the  Joint  Provisional  Committee  for  the  Communist 
Party. 

ARTHUR  MACMANUS,  Chairman, 

ALBERT  INKPIN,  Secretary. 
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Albert  Inkpin  (Secretary)  opened  the  proceedings  by  recom- 
mending that  Arthur  iMaomanus,  chairman  of  the  ProvisionaJ 
Committee,  be  invited  to  preside.  This  was  agreed  to  unanimously. 

The  day  the  Convention  began  was  the  anniversary  of  that 
on  which  Jean  Jaur^s  was  assassinated,  and  the  delegates  rose  and 
stood  in  silence  as  a mark  of  respect  and  esteem  for  him  and  all 
others  who  had  fallen  in  the  revolutionary  cause. 

T.  Bell,  H.  W.  Inkpin,  Wm.  Paul,  W.  H.  Ryde  and  F.  Willis 
were  appointed  a Standing  Orders  Committee. 

CHAIRMAN’S  ADDRESS. 

The  chairman  then  delivered  his  opening  addness.  He  said  it 
was  a sad  experience  that  it  had  taken  three  years  of  Russia  in 
revolution,  and  two  years)  of  actual  negotiating  and  deliberating, 
to  bring  into  being  a conference  of  this  description.  There  were 
still  people  calling  themselves  Communists  who  were  not  repre- 
sented at  the  Convention,  and  this  fact  indicated  the  nature  of  the 
obstacles  and  difficulties  that  had  to  be  overcome.  He  hoped  that 
no.  word  at  that  conference — and  he  was  sure  this  was  the  feeling 
of  those  assembled  at  it — would  be  regarded  as  in  any  way 
calculated  to  widen  the  breach  at  present  existing  between  those 
who  were  represented  and  those  who  were  not.  He  hoped  also 
— and  here  again  he  thought  the  Conference  would  concur — that 
in  the  near  future  pressure  of  circumstances  might  have  power  to 
persuade  people  outside  that  it  was  their  duty  to  come  in.  He 
thought  the  Convention  itself  justified  the  most  optimistic  outlook 
of  those  who  thought  there  was  need  of  a Communist  Party  in 
this  country.  The  agenda  before  them  contained  items  that  would 
call  for  serious  deliberation  and  might  possibly  call  for  animated 
contention  ; but  if  the  Convention  was  taken  in  the  spirit  in  which 
the  invitations  had  been  sent  out,  then,  whatever  elste  might  happen 
at  it,  after  to-day  there  would  at  least  exist  in  Great  Britain  one 
reliable,  rigid,  straight  and  determined  Communist  Party.  Given 
a Communist  Party  he  thought  its  membership  could  very  well 
be  tru sited,  and  certainly  had  eveiry  claim  to  be  reispon,sible  for 
deciding  what  attitude  that  party  should  adopt  on  different 
occasions.  He  wanted  to  make  one  or  two  general  observations 
with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the  birth  of  the  Communist  Party. 
The  present  Convention  was  a more  effective  reply  to  the 
solicitations  of  Russia  than  anything  else  that  had  emanated  from 
this  country  since  the  Russian  revolution  up  to  the  present  time. 
In  the  past  we  had  been  content  tO'  respond  to  Russia  with  magnani- 
mous resolutions  and  expressions  of  sympathy,  but,  except  for 
one  or  two  very  small  attempts,  we  had  never  yet,  as  an  organised 
movement,  responded  to  those  appeals  in  the  way  that  a Com- 
munist; or  revoilutionariy  Socia'li^t  movement  should  be  responded 
tO'.  It  was  a cuiriious  cohncldenoe  that  the  slitting  of  the  Convention 
synchronised  with  the  arrival  of  the  Russian  Commissars,  who 
had  now  for  the  first  time  been  openly  Invited  by  the  British 
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Government.  Kameneff'  and  his^  comrades  were  expected  that 
evening*;  it  was  humiliating  to  think  that  having  triumphed  in  their 
own  country  the  Russian  delegation  would  have  to  submit  to  the 
arrogance  and  vainglory  of  the  capitalist  politicians  here.  Why 
should  it  be  at  this  late  date  in  revolutionary  thought  and  action 
that,  instead  of  the  Russians  being  met  with  sympathetic  kinship 
and  comradeship,  it  shonild  be  left  to  Lloyd  George,  Churchill  and 
the  rest  of  the  gang  to  go  there  with  their  hypocrisies  and  huxter- 
ing?  There  was  something  in  that  to  regret.  We  ought  by 
na\v  to  have  made  it  so  uncomfortable  for  these  people  that, 
instead  of  standing  on  a pedestal  and  dictating  to  the  rest  of  the 
world  as  to  how  it  should  conduct  itself,  they  would  have  enough 
to  do  looking  after  us  here  to  prevent  them  having  any  time  to 
worry  about  other  countries.  If  the  Communist  Party  did  not 
fill  that  bill  it  would  fail  to  respond  to  the  spirit  that  had  called 
it  into  being.  He  would  ask  the  delegates  to  devote  themselves 
to  getting  through  the  agenda  and  doing  what  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee had  felt  themselves  incapable  of  doing — the  Committee  could 
not  arrive  at  a decision  in  connection  with  the  tactical  policy  of 
the  Communist  Party.  The  discussion  of  fundamental  principles 
had  been  the  least  difficult  task  that  had  been  set  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee during  the  last  two  years ; at  a very  early  stage  there  had 
been  general  agreement  that  Communism  was  accepted  as  the 
objective,  and  that  the  Soviet  regime  and  dictatorship  of  the  pro- 
letariat were  indispensable  precautions  against  counter-revolution. 
The  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  was  the  princiole  on  which  v.  c 
should  have  to  meet  most  opposition,  for  we  had  to  meet  some- 
thing that  possibly  did  not  exist  to  the  same  extent  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  When  there  was  question  of  a thing  being 
done,  if  the  process  of  doing  it  was  likely  to  soil  the  coat  or  skirt 
of  those  participating,  the  Nonconformist  conscience  demanded 
that  the  thing  should  be  dropped  however  desirable  it  might  be 
in  itself.  He  hoped  the  spirit  of  the  Convention  would  be  in 
opposition  to  that.  We  believed  that  a social  revolution  was 
absolutely  essential,  and  that  it  was  our  duty  to  get  it  however 
much  we  might  be  soiled  in  the  process.  Even  if  there  arose  a 
necessity  for  bloodshed,  we  could  always  remember  that  the  lesson 
of  history  was  that  it  was  never  the  revolutionary  who  was 
responsible  for  the  shedding  of  blood ; it  was  invariably  the 
counter-revolutionary.  There  was  no  subterfuge  or  intrigue  that 
our  capitalist  class  had  not  been  willing  to  resort  to  rather  than 
allow  Russia  to  stand  open  to  the  world,  justifying  Communism 
as  a social  constructive  force;  and  the  fact  that  we  saw  them 
doing  this  with  Russia  at  such  a remote  distance  was  an  indication 
of  what  they  would  do  to  us. 

The  chairman  concluded  by  aippealing  to  the.  delegates  to 
subordinate  themselves  to  the  work  they  had  in  hand.  If  the 
results  he  anticipated  w-ere  achieved  any  self-effacement  would 
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justify  itself.  If  they  rose  to  the  standard  of  responsibility  that 
he  was  setting*  before  them  this  would  turn  out  to  be  the  most 
profitable  week-end  that  the  revolutionary  movement  had  ever 
had  in  this  country. 

SECRETARY’S  REPORT. 

A question  as  to  the  presence  of  representatives  of  the  press 
throughout  the  conference  having  been  disposed  of,  the  next 
matter  to  be  considered  was  the  Secretary ’si  report.  On  the 
motion  of  Fred  Shaw  (B.S.P.,  East  Bradford),  seconded  by 
F.  Barber  (B.S.P.,  Southwark),  it  was  unanimously  agreed  that 
this  be  adopted  (see  Appendix  A). 

FRATERNAL  MESSAGES. 

The  chairman  then  read  various  fraternal  messages  received 
by  the  Convention.  These  are  printed  in  full  in  Appendix  B. 

GENERAL  POLICY. 

A.  A.  Purcell  (B.S.P.,  South  Salford)  then  moved  the  following 
resolution  on  behalf  of  the  Joint  Provisional  Committee  : — 

“ The  Communists  in  conference  assembled  declare  for  the  Soviet  for 
Workers’  Council)  system  as  a means  whereby  the  working  class  shall 
achieve  power  and  take  control  of  the  forces  of  production  ; declare  tor 
the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  as  a necessary  means  for  combating 
the  counter-revolution  during  the  transition  period  between  capitarsm 
and  communism ; and  stand  for  the  adoption  of  these  means  as  steps 
towaids  the  establishment  of  a system  of  complete  communism  wherein 
the  means  of  production  shall  be  communally  owned  and  controlled. 
This  Conference  therefore  establishes  itself  the  Communist  Party  on 
the  foregoing  basis.” 

He  said  that  during  the  last  three  months  whereveir!  he  and 
some  otheriSi  had  gone  they  had  beeui  confronted  with  a request 
as  to  when  England  wa,s  going  to  do  something  with  regard  to 
the  formation  of  a strong  Commumist  party.  That  was  because 
in  Norway,  Sweden,  and  eilsewhere  this  work  had  already  been 
done,  or,  at  any  rate.  Communists  in  those  countries  had  alreadv* 
gathered  the  forces  together  for  the  purpose  of  being  prepared 
to  woirk  on  the  necessary  lines.  Anybody  whoi  had  seen  the 
development  that  some  present  had  seen  could  hardly  come  back 
to  this  counbriy  without  being  convinced,  if  they  were  members 
of  the  working-class  at  all,  of  the  very  urgent  need  that  exiiisted 
for  the  formation  of  what  he  regarded  as  an  important  guide  to 
the  trlade  union  or  industrial  movement  in  this  country.  We 
required  that  guide  here  just  as  it  was  required;  in  the  case  of 
Russia.  He  believed  that  in  the  resolution  we;  had  a clear  state- 
ment that  many  members  of  the  industrial  movement,  mainly 
unattached  to  any  Socialist  organisation,  would  be  prepared  to 
rally  liound.  A great  many  trade  unionists  to-day  used  the  cry  : 
“Control  of  Industry”.;  most  of  these  hardly  knew  at  the  moment 
— because  of  the  want  of  a guide — where  that  was  taking  them 
to,  or  what  was  expected  of  them  in  that  connection.  Here  we 
.saw  it  clearly  la'd  down  that  the  purpose  of  the  Communist  Party 
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was  tO'  ajss’ist  and  act  as  a g^uide  to  the  proletariani  moivement. 
We  must  make  certain  that  we  did  not  quarrel  about  mere 
phra.seolo'gy ; but  that  we  reg^arded  as  important  the  need  for 
urging-  the  working-class  itself  to  rally  for  the  purpose  of  being 
capable  of  owning  and  controlling  the  means  of  productioui  in 
this  country.  He  believed  that  if  we  adapted  our  methods  we 
could  rally  round  usi,  particularly  in  the  large  centresi,  masses 
of  the  working-class  prepared  to  fight  and  give  of  their  best  in 
the  interest  of  such  a movement  as  this.  The  resolutiion  declared 
for  the  diictatorlship  of  the  proletariat  as  a means  of  coimbating 
the  counter-revolution  in  the  transitional  period  between 
Capitalism  and  Communism.  That,  again,  was  a statement  of 
the  highest  importance,  because  it  urged  the  working-class  to 
come  into  the  ranks  of  Communism  asl  well  as  to  assist  in  the 
^vork  of  Communist  agitation,.  In  declaring  ourselves  within 
the  four  corners  of  this  resolution,  we  were  laying  down  a plan 
that  the  working-class  of  this  country  could  rally  to.  Capitalism, 
he  believed,  was  decaying  at  its  very  roots.  The  industrial 
organisations  might  not  know  that ; but,  sO'  long  as  they  were 
prepared  to  revolt,  it  was  our  buisiness  to^  gO'  tO'  them  and  say  : 
“While  you  ar|e;  prepared  to  revolt,  we,  at  the  same  time,  are 
prepared  to  show  you  the  machine  that  must  bei  used  in  order;  to 
take  possession  of  the  means  of  production  and  work  them  in 
the  interests  of  yourselves  and  the  community  generally.”  For 
the  purpose  of  doing  that  wei  had  toi  , recognise  the  hard  concrete 
facts  of  industrial  organisation.  It  was  useBeisis  continually 
prodding  and  pinpricking  the  working-class;  we  were  not  going 
to>  get  the  best  from  the  working-class  by  doing  that;  we  had 
tO'  take  them  in  hand  and  show  them  the  way  laid  down  in  this 
resolution.  He;  thought  we  should  do'  our  utmost  toi  be  unanimous 
about  this  resolution  in,  order  that  it  might  not  merely  goi  forth' 
to  the  international  Communist  organisations  of  the  world  as  our 
definite  declaration,  but  that  it  conld  be  taken  toi  our  people  and 
they  be  asked  to'  recognise  in  this  instrument  the  first  step  towards 
success  iin  their  own  emancipation. 

The  resolution  having  been  formally  seconded, 

H.  Webb  (Ashton,  Co'mmunist  Group)  said  that  delegates  had 
come  with  definite  mandates,  and  nothing  that  could  be  said 
would  influence  those  mandates  in  the  slightest  degree;  but  what 
was  said  might  be  carried  back  by  the  delegates  to  the  groups 
and  miight  affect  the  action  of  those  groups  in  the  future. 
Certain  words  had  been  left  out  of  the  resolution  which  would 
give  it  much  more  effectiveness ; what  was  needed  was  the 
dictatorship  of  the  proletariat,  not  O'nly  in  the  form  of  the  Soviet 
Council,  but  also'  in  the  form  of  the  man  with  the  gun  nn  his 
hand.  To'  men  who  had  been  used  by  imperialism  in  the  world 
war  we  must  point  out  the  historic  and,  revolutio'nary  value  of 
the  use  of  the  gun  in  the  hands  of  the  working-class.  In  this 
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classlic  home  oif  capitalism  its  downfall  would  be  in  the  form  of 
a civil  strug-gle  which  would  be  consummated  in  the  streets,  the 
worketiSi  battling  through  by  the  guidance  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

C.  L.  Gibbons  (Ferndale  Socialist  Society)  isaid  he  wanted 
made)  a little  clearer  the  point  in  ithe  resolutioin  which  declared 
for  the  Soviet  or  Workers’  Council,  and  then  went  on  to  state 
the  means  whereby  the  working-class  should  achieve  power. 
Seeing  that  this  was  the  beginning  of  the  Communist  Party,  he 
thought  we  should  quite  definitely  state  that  the  achieving  of 
power  would  come  from  the  soldiers’  councils,  and  the  actual 
control  of  the  foirces  of  production  frtom  the  workers’  councils. 
He  thought  this  ishould  be  made  c*lear  and  put  into  the  resolution. 

W.  Mellor  (Guild  Communist  Group)  said  he  did  not  want 
to  diiiscuss  the  resolution,  because  it  seemed  tO'  him  they  had  come 
to  the  Convention  agreeing  with  it.  If  they  did  not  agree  with 
the  resolution  they  should  go  away,  if  they  did  agree  they  should 
pass  it  without  making  long  speeches  as  to  its  meaning.  But  he 
suggested  iit  was  urgent  that  same  neferencei  should  be  made  to 
the  Third  International.  He  had  put  through  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  a suggestion  that  the  Third  Inernational  should 
be  mentioned  in  this  resolution  on  general  polcy,  and  he  hoped 
the  Conferencei  would  agree  that  we  should  not  only  stand  for 
the  dictatoirjshp  of  the  proletariat,  agree  with  the!  Soviet  system 
as  the  means  whereby  we  could  achieve  Communism,  and  agree 
that  Communism  was  our  aim,  but,  as  a Communist  party,  we 
should  at  this)  crisis  declare  our  adhesion  to  the  Thiirdi  Inter- 
national. He  asked  the  Chailrman  to  use  his  influenoei  with  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  to.  get  them  to.  include  in  the 
resolution  a certain  declaration  of  our  adhesion  to  the  Third 
International. 

A.  A.  Watts  (B.S.P.,  Rochdale)  isaid  he  rose  to  voice  the 
opiiiniion  of  the  brianch  that  an  effort  should  be  made  to  include 
any  other  body  who  had  not  sleen  their  way  yet  to  fall  in  with 
this  Convention.  We  wanted  one  Communist  Party  here,  not 
more. 

R.  Stewart  (Socialist  Prohibition  Group)  said  he  did  not  want 
to  be  taketi  asl  .stressibg  too  much  the  point  of  the  man  with 
the  gun.  A great  many  people  talked  about  guns  whoi  wiould  run 
away  when  they  saw  one.  He  did  not  know  whether  he  could 
us|6  a gun  if  he  had  one),  and  he  did  not  know  much  about  the 
dictatorship  of  the  proletariat.  What  we  knew  was  that  the 
dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  was  necessary,  and  that  we  should 
require  toi  do  as  circumstances'  determined.  He  did  not  suppose 
the  sincerilty  of  those  who  were  mot  gun-men.  would  be  questioned  ; 
we  should  all  count  it  a pleasure  and  pride  to  live  and  die  for 
the  Communist  movement.  But  he  thought  the  Pinovisional 
Committee  would  be  wise  to  devote  themselves  to  building  up 
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such  an  organisation  as  would  make  it  possible  for  the  minimum 
of  violence  to  achieve  the  maximum  for  the  Communist  Party. 
Even  the  Capitalist  could  not  use  guns  upon  us,  except  so  far 
asi  he  could  pertsuade  members  of  our  class  that  somehow  or 
other  our  policy  was  detrimental  to  their  interest.  Whether  the 
guns  came  soon  or  late,  or  whether  they  came  at  all,  there  might 
be  moments  when  it  was  far  more  revolutionary  to  refuse  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  guns.  As  to  the  Third  International,  it  did 
not  seem  to  him  necessary  to'  write  in  explicit  terms  that  we  were 
attached  to  it ; the  less  we  loaded  the  resolution  wiilth  phrases,  the 
better.  What  we  needed  tO'  do  was  to  form  as  soon  as  possible 
a party’  sufficiently  strong  to  bear  itself  in  any  manner  dictated 
by  the  circumstances  of  the  moment. 

The  Chairman  said  he  recommended  that  the  words  “ and 
adhesion  to  the  Third  International  ” should  be  added  to  the 
resolution. 

This  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

The  amended  resolution  was  then  put  to  the  meeting,  and 
carried  unanimously  also  as  follows  : — 

“ The  Communists  in  conference  assembled  declare  for  the  Soviet  (or 
Workers’  Council)  system  as  a means  whereby  the  working  class  shall 
achieve  power  and  take  control  of  the  forces  of  production  ; declare  for 
the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  as  a necessary  means  for  combating 
the  counter-revolution  during  the  transition  period  between  capitalism 
and  communism ; and  stand  for  the  adoption  of  these  means  as  steps 
towards  the  establishment  of  a system  of  complete  communism  wherein 
the  means  of  production  shall  be  communally  owmed  and  controlled. 
This  Conference  therefore  establishes  itself  the  Communist  Party  on 
the  foregoing  basis,  and  declares  its  adhesion  to  the  Third  International.” 

PARLIAMENTARY  ACTION. 

The  next  matter  to  be  brought  before  the  Convention  was  the 
fo/llowing  resolution  on  Parliamentary  Action  : — 

The  Communist  Party  repudiates  the  reformist  view  that  a social 
revolution  can.  be  achieved  by  the  ordinary  methods  of  parliamenta''y 
democracy,  but  regards  parliamentary  and  electoral  action  generally  as 
providing  a valuable  means  of  propaganda  and  agitation  towards  the 
revolution.  The  tactics  to  be  employed  by  representatives  of  the  Patty 
elected  to  Parliament  or  local  bodies  must  be  laid  down  by  the  Party 
itself  according  to  the  national  or  local  circumstances.  In  all  cases  such 
representatives  must  be  considered  as  holding  a mandate  from  the  Party, 
and  not  from  the  particular  constituency  for  which  they  happen  to  sit.” 

The)  Chaiirman  said  there  were  several  amendments  to  this 
resolution,  but  tijey’  did  noit  affect  its  general  tenour,  and  would 
practically  be  included  in  the  discussion. 

T.  Bell  (Glasgow  Communist  Unity  Group),  moving  the 
resoilution  on  beha'lf  of  the  Joint  Provisiional  Committee,  said 
that,  sto  far  as  the  Joint  Committee  were  concerned,  the  Com- 
munist Unity  Group  and  the  B.S.P.  were  in  complete  a,greement 
upon  the  need  for  and  the  advisability  of  taking  Parliamentary 
action,  but  the  present  resolution  had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the 
negotiations  with  the  W.S.F.  and  had  been  held  very  important 
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At  the  time.  Afteir  the  defection  oif  the  W.S.F.  the  resolution 
mig-ht  have  been  cleared  off,  since  there  was  no  point  of  difference 
between  the  remaining  groups  that  made  up  the  Uniity  Com- 
mittee; but,  as  there  was  still  a considerable  amount  of 
hesitancy  in  many  groups  on  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
action,  foir  and  against,  it  had  been  thought  better  to  allow  the 
question  to  be  ventilated  at  the  Conference ; that  being  the  safest 
and  simplest  way  to  make  the  position  clear,  .so  far  as  Parlia- 
mentary action  was  concerned.  It  would  be  seen  that  the 
resolution  from  the  very  first  repudiated  the  reformist  idea  that 
a social  revolution  could  be  achieved  by  the  ordinary  methods  of 
Parliamentary  democracy.  In  this  respect  its  point  of  view  was 
common  toi  Communist  parties  internationally  at  the  present  time. 
He  and  those  whot  agreed  with  him  did  not  believe  it  was  possible 
toi  effect  a peaceful  transformation  in  the  Parliamentary  bourgeois 
democracy  as,  understood’  to-day,  and  thereby  to  w'ork  out  the 
emancipation)  of  the  working-class;  they  believed  that  the 
Parliamentary  institution  as  it  existed  to-day,  the  constituency 
in  itself,  was  entirely  foreign  to^  the  purpose  of  the  Communist 
state  of  society  they  had  in  mind.  Consequently,  in  preference 
to  the  Parliiamentary  constituency,  they  rather  looked  tO'  the  more 
direct  method  of  reprCisentation  as  expressed  through  the  workers’ 
committeets  whether  in  industrial  or  social  life.  With  regard  to 
Panliamentary  and  electoral  action  as  providing  a valuable  means 
of  propaganda  and  a,gitatiion  towards  the  revolution,  while,  they 
did  not  place  any  faith  in  the  Parliamentary  institution  in  itself, 
and  did  not  beliefve  it  was.  capable  of  fitting  iinto  the  scheme  of 
things  that  they  as  Communists;  had  in  mind,  nevertheless  they 
thought  it  of  considerable  value  to,  revolutionary  propaganda  not 
to  shut  the  door  upon  any  avenue  whatsoever  that  was  going  to 
liberate  the  minds  of  the  masseis  from  theiir  superstitious  faith  in 
Parliamentary  democracy.  He  thought  the  best  policy  tO'  adopt 
towards  that  particular  objective  was  to  demonstrate  inside  the 
House  of  Commons  that,  sO'  far  as  the  working  class  were  con- 
cerned, there:  was  nothing  tO'  be  hoped  for  in  that  chamber.  By 
breaking  the  Parliamentary  precedents  and  conventionalities 
which  played  so  large  a part  in  shaping  the  minds  of  the  workers, 
we  could  do  a great  deal  tO'  break  down  that  reverence  for!  Par- 
liamenary  institutions  that  many  of  our  fellow-workers  had. 
This  was  a boine  of  contention,,  he  knew ; the  cfi^ntention  arising 
because  it  was  thought  by  some  that  by  goipg  into,  the  House  of 
Commons  we  were  saorificing  some  great  principle.  The  first 
argument  brought  against  participating  in  Parliamentary  action 
was  that  before  sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons:  it  was  nece:ssary 
tO)  take  the  oath  of  alfegiance.  Speaking  for  the  Pro.visional 
Committee,  they  had  noi  dubiety  on  this  point.  It  was,  laid  down 
in  the  reisoilution  that  the  representatives  of  the  Communist  Party 
must  be  considered  as  holding  a mandate  from  the  party 
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executive,  and  that  they  would  be  at  all  times'  under  the  control, 
managfement,  and  supervigion  of  the  Executive  Committee — that 
was  what  it  amounted  tO'.  If,  in  the  coursie  of  our  agitation,  the 
Executive  thought  it  advisable  that  members  of  the  Communist 
Party  should  be  in  the.  House  of  Commons,  the  oath  should  not 
stand  in  the  way ; it  was  a question  to*  be  decided  'in  relation  to 
the  expediency  of  the  moment,  whether  for  our  agitational  pur- 
poses it  was  more  valuable  to  rtefuse  toi  take  the  oath*,  on  to*  take 
the  oath  in  O'rder  toi  gain  some  other  O'bjective  more  valuable  for 
our  (revolutionary  agitation.  And  so*  on  with  reference  to*  all  the 
questions  as  to*  precedents  and  conventionalities  inside  the  House. 
He  suggested  that  Co'mmunist  candidates  O'nly  had  allegiance  to- 
the  prii'nciplies  of  Communism  and  the  movement  now  organised  in 
the  Third  Internatio'nal.  Our  ethic  and  morality  had  tot  be  drawn 
from  our  fundamenta)]  principles  of  Co'mmunism.  In  reference 
to  action  inside  the  Ho*use  of  Commons,  our  policy  all  the  time 
was  a cniitical,  destructive  one,  exposing  the  fraudulent  character 
of  our  modern  Parliamentar(y  democracy — which  was  not  a free 
insititution  at  all,  but  was  an  institution  controlled  by  high 
finance.  That  being  so*,  he  suggested  that  it  was  the  business 
of  the  Communist  Party  inside  thei  House  of  Commons',  in  order 
to  liberate  the  minds  of  the  masses  with  regard  tO'  capitalist 
fetishes,  critically  to*  examine  every  situation  that  arose,  and  to 
cnitiicise  the  points  of  view  put  forward  by  oiur  O'pponents,  whether 
bourgeois,  semi-Radical,  or  anything  else,  and,  generally  speak- 
ing, help  to  focus  the  attention  of  the  working  class  upon  the 
vital  interests  so  far  as  the  Communist  agitatioin  was  concerned. 
As.  to  the  clause,  “ In  all  cases  such  repre,sentatives  must  be 
considered  as  holding  a mandate  from  the  party,  and  not  from 
the  pajrticular  oonsituency  for  which  they  happen  to  sit,”  those 
of  us  who  had  been  identified  with  the  political  Labour  movement 
fo*rf  any  length  of  time  knew  the  hackneyed  phrase  used  by  thei 
politicians  of  all  shades  of  opinibn,,  that  once  they  went  inside 
the  House  of  Co'mmons  they  ceased  to*  have  any  connection  with 
their  particular  organisation  and'  represented  the  interests  of  all 
sections  in  the  coimmunity.  This  w^as  a pretence;  it  was 
impossible' — and  this  was  the  inherent  w^eakness  of  the  Par- 
liamentairy  coinstituency — ^for  any  repriesentative  to  express  the 
desires  and  wills  of  all  the  conflicting  class  elementsi  that  made 
up  a constituency.  By  this  resolution  we  sought  to'  make 
it  emphatic  that  the  candidate  sent  up  by  the  Communist  Party 
would  contest  the  seat  under  the  surveillance  of  the  Communist 
Party  Executive,  and  would  go*  to*  the  House  of  Commons  with 
a mandate  from  the  party — that  he  wo*uld  not  draw  his  mandate 
frJomi  the  coinstituency.  ITiat  was  the  point  of  view  sought  to* 
be  brought  out  in  the  resolutioin — that  we  must  have  discipline 
to  the  Communist  Executive  from  all  members,  whether  inside 
or  outside  the  House  of  Commons. 


llie  resolution  was  seconded,  and  it  was  agreed,  on  the 
suggestion,  of  the  Chairman,  that  the  discussion  should  take  the 
form  of  argument  for  and  against  Par'liamentary  action ; leaving 
tiill  afterwards  all  question  of  amending  the  resolution. 

C.  L.  Gibbons  (Ferndale  Socialist  Society)  spoke  against  the 
reiso'lution.  He  said  there  was  perhaps  not  one  present  whose 
mind  was  not  made  up;  but,  if  there  were  a fetw  doubters,  he 
asked  these  toi  look  at  the  matter  from  the  practical  standpoint. 
AUl  who  had  taken  part  in  the  movement  knew  that  only  very- 
few  men  would  be  found  with  much  energy,  time,  money,  and 
enthusiasm  to  put  into  it;  and  the  matter  should  be  looked  at 
from:  that  point  of  view  quite  apart  from  the  question  whether 
any  good  could  be  got  out  of  political  agitation  of  this  kind.  We 
had  to  measurie  the  gain  in  oamparison  with  the  amount  of 
energy,  money,  time,  and  enthusiasm  spent  to  get  it,  and  to 
consider  what  results  the  same  expenditure  might  bring  if  put 
into  something  else.  We  had  not  the  men,  enthusiasm,  time,  or 
money  even  tO'  do  vital  organisation  and  educational  work  in  the 
movement,  and  to  ask  us  at  this  stage,  when  we  had  to  put  in 
the  most  intensive  propaganda,  to*  do  work  which  even  the  mover 
of  the  resolution  told  us  he  recognised  was  not  vital,  wias  asking 
us  tO'  be  fools  in  face  of  the  priesent  situation.  Every  argument 
of  the  mover  had  been  against  taking  part  in  political  action. 
The  average  man  would  say  : “If  you  tell  me  an  institution  can 
give  me  not  result  in  the  long  run,  I am  not  going  to  waste  my 
time  upon  it.”  We  had  to  appeal  to  the  average  man;  we  must 
not  think  we  could  carry  through  the  revolution  without  him. 
Apart  from  that,  we  needed  every  man,  every  penny,  every  ounce 
of  enthusaasm.,  and  every  moment  of  time  in  the  vital  work  of 
the  educational  and  industrial  field. 

C.  Abbott  (Southwark  “Herald”  League)  protested  that  an 
amendment  that  his  group  had  sent  up  against  Parliamentary 
action,  ought  to  have  been  taken.  It  seemed  to  him  that  most 
of  those  in  the  unofficial  section  of  the  S.L.  P.  and  the  B.S.lk 
wanted  this  question  of  Parliamentary  action  pushed,  and  when 
that  had  been,  done  they  would  go  on  with  the  old  game  of 
coming  in  with  the  Labour  Party.  A man  sent  to.  Parliament 
could  not  be  recalled,  but  w'ould  sit  there  as'  long  as  he  liked. 
In  the  factory,  where  you  talked  toi  the  workman,  was  the  point 
where  organisation  should  take  place. 

H.  Macmillan  (Glasgow  Gaiingad  I.L.P.)  said  the  Convention 
had  assembled  to  try  to  arrange  a specialist  line  of  tactics  in 
order  to  carry  out  our  programme.  We  were  entering  on  a new 
phase  of  the  class  war.  The  class  war  must  be  conducted  in 
every  country  very  much  as  any  other  kind  of  war — we  must  take 
into  consideration  the  geographical!  situation  of  the  country,  its 
economic  position,  and  the  temperament  of  the  people.  Taking 
all  these  points  into  consideration,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 


that  it  would  be  a great  mistake  to  cut  ourselves  adr'ift  firom 
bodies  who  undertook  to  run  the  masses  by  electoral  methods. 
The  question  of  tactics  might  be  illustrated  by  the  story  of  an 
enormous  boulder  which  used  to  divide  the  road  near  a small 
village  in  Russia.  When  it  was  desired  to  remove  this  boulder; 
a firm  of  engineers  was  consulted.  These  offered  toi  break  it 
up  with  hammer  and  wedge,  and  cart  it  away,  the  cost  being  five 
thousand  roubles.  This  -sum  being  too  much  for  the  village  to 
pay,  another  firm  of  engineers  was  consulted,  and  theise  offered 
to  blow  the  boulder  to  pieices  with  expdo'sives,  at  a cost  of  three 
thousand  roubles.  This  was  still  too  much,  and  a navvy  learning 
what  w'as  wanted  offered  to  remove  the  boulder  for  two^  hundred 
roubles.  His  offer  was  at  first  pooh-poohed,  but  was  eventually 
accepted.  The  next  morning  the  navvy  preisented  himself  on  the 
job  with  pick,  shovel,  and  wheelbarrow,  and  began  to  dig  a great 
hofe  in  front  of  the  boulder.  The  soil  was  soft.  He  dug  it  out 
and  wheeled  it  to  the  side  of  the  road  until  the  hole  was  large 
enough ; then,  using  a great  log  of  wood  for  a fulcrum  and  a 
stout  pole  for,  a lever,  with  the  aid  of  a company  of  soldiers  who 
happened  to  come  along,  he  toppled  the  boulder  into)  the  hole. 
All  that  then  remained  for  him  to  doi  was  tO'  fill  in  sufficient  earth 
on  top  of  the  boulder  tO'  make  the  road  level.  The  tactics  of  the 
Bolshevists  in  Russia  had  been  like  thisi — ^they  had  simply  o^ver- 
thrown  Tsardom  and  buried  it.  But  the  obstacle  that  British 
revolutionists  had  to  shift  was  an  entirely  different  boulder, 
resting  not  on  soft  clay,  but  on  a substratum  as  hard  as  the 
boulder  itself. 

T.  J.  Watkins  (Trethomas  Communist  Unity  Group)  said  that 
if  he  had  not  been  an  anti-parliamentarian  before  coming  to  the 
Convention,  the  mover  of  the  resolution  would  have  made  him 
one.  It  did  not  appear,'  tO'  him  that  either  guns  or  Parliament 
could  bring  about  thel  thing  we  were  after.  We  should  not  bei 
such!  fools  as  toi  face  guns  armless,  and  we  knew  that  soi  long 
as  we  used:  a weapon  as  obsolete  as  Parliament  we  were  not 
going  to  bring  satisfaction  to  the  working  class.  He  would 
suggest  a unified  wage  demand  in  place  of  the  present  higgledy- 
piggledy  methods:  of  the  trade  union  movement.  This  would  be 
tackling  the  capitalist  in  the  only  place  where  we  could  tackle 
him ; for  if  we  were  to  do  anything  we  must  rieduce  his  profits 
in  a scientific  manner.  The  only  intelligent  sane  line  for'  the 
Convention  toi  go  upon  was  that  of  taking  industrial  action. 

J.  R.  Stead  (St.  Helen.s,  Sooiialist  Society)  said  he  had  always 
understood  that  it  was  the  economic  power  outside  Parliament 
that  controlled  the  inevitable  development  of  working-class 
conditions.  Men  like  Braciei,  Thomas,  and  Clynes  would  probably 
have  tended  towards  the  revolutionary  poisition  hadi  they  not 
become  members  of  the  House  of  bombast  and  gas  which  was 
ruled  by  the  executive  of  the  capitalist  class. 
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Robert  Williams  (B.S.P.  National  Branch)  said  he  would  like 
to  support  the  general  principle  of  the  resolution  without 
comimitting  himself  actually  to  the  whole  of  the  contents.  To 
be  a revolutionary  did  not  necessarily  imply  either  that  one  was 
a Utopian  or>  an  impossiblisit.  We  must  have  some  regard  in 
contemplating  irevoJut  ionary  poissibilities  to^  revolutionary 
occurrences  elsewhere.  The  Conveintion  had  already  agreed  to 
affiliation  with  the  Third  International,  and  affiliation  with  that 
revolutionary  organisation  would  impose  duties  and  obligations 
upon  usi  as  weld  as  entitle  u.s  tO'  claim  rights  and  privilieges. 
The  duties  and  obligatiions  would  be  toi  accept  in  a general  way, 
according  to  racial,  national,  and  economic  considerations,  and 
rjequiirlements,  the  general  policy  of  the  International.  Peirsonally, 
he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  talking  with  Lenin.  Lenin  should 
not  be  looked  upon  as  a pope — we  did  not  want  popes  in  the 
revolutionary  movement — but  Lenin  was  entitled  by  the  masterful 
character  of  hisi  strategic  conceptionsi,  as  well  as  by  his  tactics, 
to  a certain  amount  of  consideratiion.  He  (the  speaker)  had 
talked  also  to  Tchitcherine,  who  said  that  Lenin  was  a man  of 
unerring  perception  and  intuition^  and  that  in  every  decision  he 
had  helped  to  frame  between  the  first  and  second  revolutions,  of 
1917,  through  the  Brest-Litovsk  peace  and  onwards,  he  had  been 
instinctively  right.  Lenin,  speaking  to^  him  (Williams)  had  said  : 
“Of  coiunsel,  you  must  utilise  Parliamentary  action”;  and  it  was 
a surprise;  to  be  told  by  Watkins  that  if  we  wanted  toi  apply 
revolutionary  tactics  we  must  co-ordinate  the  wage  movements 
and  make  a simultaneous’  demand  for  an  increasiei  of  wages. 
Did  anyone  believe  that  the  perpetuation  of  the  wa,ge  system  would 
bring  about  the  destruction  of  capitalist  society?  The  employers 
took  care  that  every  advance  in  wages  was  passed  on  tO'  the 
consumem  with  a little  for  extra  profit  tO'  themselves.  The 
delegates  had  cheered  to  the  echo'  greetings  from  Soviet 
countriesi — Russia,  Austria,  Germany,  Italy,  Holland,  and 
Hungary — and  in  every  instance  the  Communist  body  was 
pledged  toi  political  action.  Would  anyone  tell  hiilm  our  move- 
ment would  not  be  considerably  stronger  if  we\  had  a man  like 
Karl  Liebknecht  in  the  House  of  Commonsi?  It  would  be  a 
considenable  accessioin  of  strength  if  we  had  only  one  man  in 
the,  House  of  Commons  to^-day  whoi,  every  time  a Cabinet 
Minister  got  up  to  make  a statement,  would  repeat  ; ” You’re 
a liar!”  That  in  itself  would  be  sufficient  toi  intensify  our 
propaganda.  If  half  a do'zen  men  were  cham,pioning  thei  cause 
of  the  prtoletariat  in  the  House  of  Commons,  wei  could  make  it 
possible  toi  use  the  pages  of  “Hansard”  as  revolutionary 
propaganda.  ' 

W.  Hill  (Oldham  Communi'st  Unity  Group)  said,  that  General 
Booth,  when  questioned  as  to  money  he  got  from,  a public-house 
for  his  religous  work,  replied  : “I  would  take  money  from  the 
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devil  to  do  God’s  work.”  We  should  be  pr|epared  to<  take  every 
instrument  of  capitalism  and  use  it  tO'  smash  the  capitaJist 
system,  and  Parliament  could  be  used  tO'  good  effect  iiif  we  g^ot 
the  right  men..  One  suggestion  from  the  group  he  represented 
was  that  befoire  a man  was  accepted  as  candidate  he  should  put 
into  writing  an,  application  for  the  Chiltern  Hundreds,  and  hand 
this  toi  the  Executive  of  the  Pahty.  Then,  if  this  tiindividual 
departed  from  what  he  had  promised  to  do',  the  date  could  be 
put  intoi  the  application,  and  this  posted  to  the  necessary  quarters. 
Thus  the  man  would  be  recalled.  The  floor  of  thet  House:  of 
Commous  was  the  finest  propaganda  platform  in  the  country ; 
even  the  capitalist  press  could  boom  for  its  own  purposes  a man 
like  Grayson  when  he  got  expelled.  Suppoising  we  had  twenty 
Communists  prepared  toi  make  fools  of  themselves  by  ignoring 
the,  precedents  of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  making  an  uproar, 
simply  provilng  tO'  the;  people  that  a geographical  instrument  like 
Parliament  could  not  accomplish  an  industrial  purpose  such  as 
the  workers  wanted.  By  obstructive  tactics.  Parliament  could 
be  used  tO)  great  effect.  We  did  not  want  men  whoi  would  go 
there  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  workers,  but  men  whose 
object  was  to  smash  the  machine. 

J.  Hamilton  (Liverpool  Communist  Unity  Group),  speaking 
against  the  resolution,  said  he  wanted  to  point  out  to  Williams 
that  political  action  was  not  necessarily  parliamentary.  Political 
activity  and  agitation  could  be  carried  on  in  other  directions  than 
by  putting  up  candidates  for  Parliament.  The  question  was  one 
of  tactics  and  vital  so  far  as  the  advanced  elements  in  this 
country  were  concerned.  Personally,  he  was  firmly  convinced 
that  putting  candidates  forward  at  the  present  time  was  waste  of 
time  and  money.  When  the  revolutionary  time  came  in  this 
country  it  miight  not  be'  on  a political  isalue;  it  wasi  more  likely 
to  be  on  an  industrial  question,  such  as  that  of  wages  that  the 
crisis  would  arise,  when  the  Communist  Party,  in  conjunction 
with  the  industrial  machine,  would  have  to  take  control.  If  we 
wasted  time  trying  to  impress'  upon  the  workers'  the  necessity  of 
sending  individuals  to  Parliament,  this  would  make  confusion 
worse  confounded.  The  perfecting  of  the  industrial  machine  was 
necessary.  Undoubtedly  it  was  the  industrial  machine  that  would 
have  to  function  if  revolution  took  place,  and  not  the  Parliament- 
ary machiine,  which  would  be  cast  on  one  side. 

H.  Webb  said  he  spoke  against  Parliamentary  action,  and  per- 
haps the  opposition  of  the  group  he  represented  was  somewhat 
novel  in  certain  aspects.  Williamis  had  mentioned  the  value  of 
a Liebknecht  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons ; but  in  the 
Ashton  and  Oldham  district  they  thought  that  in  spite  of  the 
lines  on  which  the  Communist  Party  was  founded,  we  were  not 
certain  of  getting  men  of  the  type  of  Liebknecht  on  to  the  floor 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  That  being  so,  they  were  convinced 
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that  anti-Parliamentism  eocpnessied  in  this  ccwifeirence  would  be 
of  value  in  forming  a Communist  Party  of  such  a character  that 
if  ultimately  it  had  to  conform  itself  to  some  part  of  Parliamentary 
action,  it  would  have  within  its  ranks  units  free  from  a policy  of 
bettdrjibg  itheirj  personal  ego  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  it  would  be  of  value  to  have  men  in 
Parliament  obstructing  certain  measures,  and  it  had  also  been 
suggested  that  it  would  be  of  value  to  have  such  matter  published 
in  “Hansard”;  but  the  capitalist  press  could  also  publish  matter 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  with  the  facilities  at 
its  disposal,  it  could  use  controversy;  in  a more  hostile  sense  than 
we  could.  Further,  with  regard  to  revolutionary  political  action 
outside  the  House  of  Commons,  his  group  had  had  a little 
experience.  They  had  run  a Communist  candidate  in  the  Gorton 
division,  and  had  been  convinced  that  the  result  was  not  worth 
the  time  and  money  spent  upon  the  contest.  Had  there  been  a 
revolutionary  Communist  party  prepared  to  spend  the  same  money 
in  getting  at  the  industrial  masses  in  the  workshop,  the  results 
would  have  been  more  valuable.  But  on  this  question  his  group 
were  prepared  to  stand  loyally  by  the  findings  of  this  Convention, 
no  matter  what  those  findings  might  be.  Parliamentary  action 
or  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party  were  absolutely  minor  matters 
in  comparison  with  stirring  up  the  working  class.  If  we  are 
eventually  to  have  some  form  of  Parliamentary  activity  along 
obstructionist  lines,  we  should  see  to  it  that  the  men  who  had 
to  move  along  those  lines  were  real  revolutionary  fighters ; and 
a vote  agaiinst  Parliamentary  action  now  would  enable  us  toi  get 
this. 

W.  Mellor  said  he  took  it  that  noi  delegate  at  the  Conference 
regarded  this!  question  as  a matter  of  principle ; it  was  one  of  ex- 
pediency and  tactics.  He  wanted  to  point  out  to  delegates  that 
it  was  not  merely  a question  of  Westminster;  it  was  a<  question 
of  Southwark,  Manchester,  Liverpool,  of  all  the  local  machinery 
throughout  the  British  Islands ; not  merely  of  a bold  man  saying 
to  Winston  Churchill  or  the  Speaker  “You’re  a liar,”  but  of  hard 
working-men  Communists,  getting  hold  of  the  central  authorities 
and  powers  inside  their  own  localities.  We  should  not  run  the 
revolution  from  London,  but  each  in  his  own  place  where  he  lived. 
We  had  the  machinery,  and,  rotten  though  it  was,  ought  not  to 
throw  it  away.  Delegates  had  spoken  of  the'  working  class,  but 
who  were  the  working  class?  In  the  main  the  working  class  liked 
all  the)  people  we  disliked ; we  had  to  recognise  and  to  build  our 
organisation  on  fact — not  theory.  The  fact  was  that  the  British 
working  class  now  had  only  got  to  the  stage  where  thev  were 
politically  beginning  to  be  conscious.  Go  anywhere  into  an  agri- 
cultural district  now — and  the  agricultural  districts  were  going  to 
be  key  centres  in  any  revolution — and  what  were  the  people  there 
thinking  about?  They  were  just  beginning  to  see)  some  kind  of 
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g^limmer  in  having-  somiebady  in  Patliament  to  represent  them. 
He  thought  them  wrong,  but  that  was  the  psychology  of  the 
workers,  and  we  had  to  work  with  that  psychology  at  the  basis 
of  our  organisation  in  a realist,  and  not  a utopian,  party.  If  in 
this  Conference  we  said  that  we  believed  conditions  were  ripe  in 
this  country  to  get  the  revolution,  without  using  every  weapon  we 
could  lay  hands  on,  we  were  writing  down  the  Conference  as 
lunatics,  or  dreameirs,  dwelling  centuries  ahead.  Howev'en  much 
we  might  fear  the  contamination  of  the  capitalist  machine,  we 
had  to  work  inside  that  machine  if  we  were  going  to  smash  it. 
We  must  look  at  the  matter  not  from  the  high  peak  of  Ma-xian 
dogma,  but  from  the  low  ground  of  Marxian  analysis.  Marx 
showed  that  we  had  to  use  the  instruments  that  were  at  our  dis- 
posal at  the  moment.  These  included  on  the  One  hand  industrial 
organisation,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  power  that  came  to 
the  workers  in  local  and  national  assemblies.  >■ 

Mrs.  D.  B.  Montefiore  (Glasgow  College  B.S.P.)  said  she 
would  like  to  remind  the  Convention  that  one  of  the  messages 
read  that  morning  was  from  Clara  Zetkin.  There  was  noi  doubt 
about  Clara  Zetkin  being  a revolutionary.  She  had  been  an  inti- 
mate friend  of  Karl  Liebknecht  and  Rosa  Luxembourg,  and  had 
done  immense  work  among  the  workers  of  Germany  in  organising 
and  propaganda.  Yet  on  the  first  chance  of  getting  tO'  the 
Reichstag,  Clara  Zetkin  had  presented  herself  and  been  elected. 
In  that  position  her  voice  carried  not  only  in  Germany,  but  in 
other  countries;  her  revolutionary  messages  spoken  in  the  Reich- 
stag had  been  repeated  in  newspapers  here.  Another  case  in 
point  was  that  of  Mrs.  Snowden,  who  was  to  contest  Leicester. 
We  should  miss  our  opportunity  as  Communists  if  we  did  not 
put  up  a candidate  against  her.  Mrs.  Snowden  had  thrown  her- 
self into  the  arms  of  the  bourgeoisie  to  insult  Soviet  Russia,  and 
ought  to  be  met  by  a Communist  so  as  to  show  the  workers  of 
England  where  she  was,  and  where  the  Communist  position  was. 
Important  as  the  industrial  method  was,  important  as  was  the 
stopping  of  making  munitions,  at  the  same  time  we  must  go  into 
Parliament  and  work  there. 

E.  W.  Cant  (B.S.P.,  Paisley)  said  there  were  one  or  two 
arguments  which  those  who  opposed  the  resolution  did  not  seem 
justified  ini  usilng.  Comrades  whoi  opposed  the  resolution  declared 
that  our  main  purpose  was  to  get  at  the  man  on  the  job  ; but 
whilst  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  get  at  the  man  on  the  job, 
you  did  not  get  at  him  always  at  his  job.  There  were  many  men 
in  industry  who  would  not  listen  tO'  you  except  at  a period  of 
crisis,  such  as  a strike  or  a general  election.  As  much  industrial 
propaganda  was  done  in  an  election  campaign  as  during  the  same 
amount  of  ordinary  trade  union  workshop  activity.  Comrades 
must  realise  that  fact,  and  realise  that  it  was  not  always  at  the 
factory  jgate  that  the  factoiy'  worker  was  waiting  to  listen  to 
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them.  The  question  had  been  asked,  how  wene  wie  to  justify  our 
selves  participating  in  Parliament  and  at  the  same  time  arguing 
that  Parliament  was  no  use  as  a means  of  emancipation?  But  the 
man  in  the  streiet  was  not  so  critical  as  the  average  member  of  a 
Socialist  party,  and  was  not  so  hidebound  theoretically  as  all  that. 
Anothelr  point  was  that  the  advocates,  of  anti-Pariiamentism  and 
direct  action  said  that  we  had  to  perfect  the  industrial  machine 
so  as  to  have  an  ideal  industrial  machine  at  our  disposal.  If  we 
had  to  wait  until  we  got  a perfect  industrial  organisation  we 
should  have  to>  wait  until  Doomsday.  Circumstances  had  so 
worked  it  that  a crisis  would  be  forced  upon  us,  and  as  to  whether 
ule  should  take  full  advantage  of  that  crisis,  would  not  depend 
upon  the  measure  of  perfection  of  our  organisation,  but  it  would 
depend  on  the  amount  of  propaganda  we  had  done.  That  propa- 
ganda could  be  done  at  the  workshop  gate,  inside  the  factory, 
inside  the  public  hod^e,  at  general  elections,  and  at  all  times;  and 
he  was  prepared  to  advocate  the  use  of  the  Parliamentary  weapon 
so  as  to  get  at  the  workers’  minds. 

R.  Stewart  (Socialist  Prohibition  Group)  said  there  would  be 
elections  whether  we  participated  or  not,  and  the  chances  were 
that  we  should  spend  more  time  telling  the  other  fellow  that  it 
was  not  worth  while,  than  it  would  take  to  do  the  job  and  he  sure 
that  it  was  not  worth  while.  We  should  not  keep  out  of  Parlia- 
mentary elections  however  much  we  said  we  wanted  to  do  so  ; 
people  congregated  toi  hear  what  the  candidates  had  to  say  at 
election  jtimes^  and  the  opportunity;  for  propaganda  'ought  not 
to  be  missed.  Beyond  this,  it  was  our  business  tO'  go  where  laws 
werd  made,  so  as  to  annul  all  the  laws  that  sanctioned  theft  and 
to  substitute  a law  by  which'  theft  would  be  sanctioned  no  longer. 
We  were  very  apt  to  dignify  these  tactics  into  principles,  and  we 
spoke  from,  time  to  time  as  if  we  had  to  make  our  vestments  out 
of  whole  cloth  ; but  we  did  not  have  whole  cloth,  and  we  had  to 
make  them  out  of  the  material  at  hand.  The  money  spent  on 
elections  was  as  well  spent  as  that  on  any  other  kind  of  propa- 
ganda. No  one  could  say  what  the  Communist  members  would 
do  on  their  first  day  in  Parliament.  Quite  likely  they  would  be 
thrown  out.  He  liked  the  spirit  of  those  vidio  were  personally 
opposed  tO'  Parliamentary  action,  but  were  not  going  to  allow 
their  opposition  to  it  to  queer  the  pitch  for  the  formation  of  a real 
Communist  party.  He  did  not  know  how  many  elections  we 
should  be  given  the  opportunity  to  take  part  in  ; but  he  knew  that 
capitalism  had  a long  arm  that  could  reach  out  and  take  away 
persons  in  important  positions  if  it  thought  such  action  in  its 
own  interest.  Getting  down  to  rigid  principle,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  was  prepared  to  use  any  instrument  that  was 
flexible  enough  to  apply  the  principle.  We  needed  a,  flexible 
instrument  to  apply  a rigid  principle,  and  that  rigid  principle  was 
the  common  ownership  of  the  means'  of  production. 
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L.  Manoiin  (B.S.P.,  Shieffield)  supported  the  resolution. 

E.  Marsh  (B.S.  R. , Central  Hackney)  said  he  supported  the 
resolution  because  in  his  opinion  it  was  necessary  to  use  every 
weapon  at  our  command  to'  fight  the  master  class.  Anyone  who 
supported  industrial  action  but  not  Parliamientary  action,  or  vice 
versa,  was  like  a man  going  into  a boxing  match  with  one  arm 
behind  him..  The  master  clasisi  organised  alike  on  the  industrial 
and  political  fields,  and  we  should  take  a lesson  from  them. 

F.  L.  Ketrran  (B.S.P.,  Central  London)  said  the  dieilegates  were 
in  too  much  of  a hurry.  They  talked  as  if  they  had  the  whole  of 
the  masses  of  the  people  at  their  disposal ; but,  as  a matter  of  fact, 
they  only  represented  a very  small  fraction  of  the  workers  of  this 
country.  We  could  not  "make  bricks  without  straw,  and  we 
.could  not  bring  about  a revolution  without  having  a certain 
number  of  the  masses  to  support  us.  Turning  to  countries 
where  they  had  used  political  action  for  a considerable  period, 
quite  recently  there  had  been  a political  crisis  in  Germany,  and 
the  capitalist  press  said  that  the  Parliamentary  system  of 
Germany  was  breaking  down.  Italy  was  another  country  where 
the  Parliamentary  system  was  rapidly  breaki/ng  (down.  Why? 
Because  the  Italian  workers  had  sent  such  a large  body  of  men  to 
the  Italian  Parliament  that  the  Government  was  almost  impotent 
in  face  of  their  opposition.  As  soon  as  we  got  the  workers  indus- 
trially organised  in  ^ny  country,  we  found  that  fact  reflected  in 
the  political  aspect  of  that  country.  It  was  absurd  to.  suppose 
that  you  could  have  any  country  industrially  well  organised  and 
politically  unorganised ; the  two  things  went  hand  in  hand.. 
When  they  had  the  two  things  together,  the  workers  would  soon 
find  out  by  experience  that  the  old  method  of  political  organisa- 
tion was  imperfect  and  should  be  scrapped.  As  soon  as  we  in 
this  country  got  as  far  advanced  as  Germany  and  Italy  were,  we 
should  find  that  the  political  system  as  it  was  known  to-day, 
would  break  up:  and  make  room  for  another  system. 

G.  Roberts  (B.S.P.,  Stalybridge)  said  he  was  a realist  in  the 
first  sense  of  the  word,  and  his  experience  recently  had  been  that 
we  could  not  ignore  the  psychology  of  the  working  class,  whether 
we  liked  it  or  not.  The  Parliamentary  institution  of  this  country 
was  of  as  long  standing  as  the  Wage  system  itself,  and  when 
elections  were  taking  place  the  working  class  usually  took  a very 
intense  interest  in  political  matters.  Furthermore,  he  had  noticed 
that  when  a Labour  man  stood  in  any  constituency,  whether  or 
not  the  Labour  man  attacked  the  capitalist  system  and  advocated 
Socialism,  the  press  and  other  representatives  of  the  capitalist 
class  saw  to  it  that  the  question  of  Socialism  was  introduced — with 
this  difference,  that  they  gave  an  absolutely  wrong  impression  of 
what  Socialism  would  be.  The  consequence  was  that  at  that 
period  when  the  workers,  were  interested  they  were  hoodwinked. 
He  thought  it  w^as  the  duty  of  a micmber  of  the  Communist  party 
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not  only  to  attack  the  capitalist  system,  but  to  defend  the  working- 
class  politically  as  well  as  industrially ; he  was  aware  that  we 
could  never  hope  to  bring  in  the  revolution  by  the  Parliamentary 
machine,  but  he  riecognised  also  that  the  strength  of  the  Socialist 
movemeint  did  not  depend  upon  thei  numerical  state  cxf  thd  vote, 
but  rather  upon  the  tenacity  with  which  we  defended  the  working 
class  all  the  timre.  He  believed  in  defending  the  working  class, 
not  because  he  wanted  to  standardise  their  slavery,  but  because  in 
defending  them  he  was  attacking  capitalism,  and  because  they 
were  the  class  that  would  bring  about  the  revolution. 

A.  Siffleet  (B.S.P.,  Tooting)  said  that  in  favouring  Parlia- 
mentary action  because  we  simply  could  not  afford  to  omit  its 
use,  he  did  not  imply  that  he  attached  undue  importance  to  it. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  time  for  us  tO'  convert  the 
electorate  to  any  extent  and  get  our  men  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  any  number.  He  believed  the  revolution 
was  too  near  for  that.  At  the  same  time  we  had  tO'  recognise  that 
the  master  class  were  adepts  so  far  as  working-class  psychology 
was  concerned.  We  had  all  seen  artists  in  clay  who  made  a man’s 
face — made  a dozen  men’s  faces,  rolled  up  the  clay  and  threw'  it 
on  one  side.  So  at  election  times  the  working-class  mind  w'as 
created  to  perform  certain  offices,  and  aflerw^ards  rolled  up  and 
thrown  on  one  side.  Three  months  after  electing  the  Gov;ern- 
ment  tO'  office  the  w'orkers  found  they  had  been  deluded.  He 
thought  our  political  action  w'culd  be  far  more  effective  outside  the 
House  of  Commons  than  inside.  It  w'as  our  duty  to  try  to  get 
the  workers  to  think  about  the  revolution  which  might  be  on 
them  at  any  moment — to  think  how  it  would  affect  them  and  the 
part  they  would  play  in  it.  iVnsw^ering  Comrade  Stew-art’s  refer- 
ence to  guns,  we  did  not.w-ant  guns  if  we  could  avoid  them;  but 
force  would  not  be  withheld  so  far  as  the  master  class  were  con- 
cerned. The  workers  must  consider  the  question  of  armed  force, 
if  necessary,  to  meet  what  would  be  brought  against  them.  It 
W'as  not  enough  to  say,  “Wait  until  the  time,’'  because  w'e  should 
find  the  other  man  armed  and  ourseUvesi  with  nothing  but  lideals. 
We  must  avail  ourselves  of  the  Parliamentary  weapon,  but  not 
overrate  it.  Itsi  ouly  utility  wasi  for  the  eiducation  of  the  masses 
to  bring  about  the  social  revolution. 

T.  Bell  replied  to  the  discussion.  He  said  there  had  been 
nothing  substantial  advocated  against  participation  in  Parlia- 
mentary elections;  the  main  point  w^as  that  such  participation  was 
not  vital.  Not  vital  to  what?  Not  vital,  he  presumed,  to  the 
'"'ommunist  movement.  But  all  spheres  of  life  where  the  working- 
class  mind  was  to  be  influenced  were  vital  to  the  Communist 
movement.  We  had  got  beyond  the  frame  of  mind  that  looked 
to  conditions  at  some  future  date  to  determine  what  w'e  w'erc  to 
do'.  The  Communist  Party  in  the  near  future  w^as  going  to  be 
above  all  an  active,  decisive,  and  consciously  working  organism 
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in  the  Labour  movement.  We  were  not  going  to  leave  things  to 
chance  or  time,  but  would  seek  to  direct  them  in  the  direction  we 
thought  they  ought  to  gO'  so  far  as  our  Communist  purposes  were 
concerned.  Industrial  and  educational  work  was  suggested  as  an 
alternative  to  Parliamentary  work,  but  the  mass  movement  in  the 
ranks  of  Labour  could  be  influenced  through  Parliamentary 
activity  and  action.  The  experience  of  the  Communist  Unity 
group  during  the  last  election  had  been  that  the  very  means  now 
suggested  as  an  filternative  to  Parliamentary  action  had  'been 
adopted  in  a manner  that  could  not  have  been  adopted  at  any 
other  period.  Literature  had  been  distributed  against  the  League 
of  Nations,  showing  the  territo'ry  that  the  Allies  were  seeking  to 
acquire.  Meetings  had  been  held  in  workshops  and  factories, 
delivering  the  Bolshevik  message,  and  had  received  substantial 
support.  The  doors  ought  not  to  be  closed  in  either  the  educa- 
tional, iniduistrial,  or  political  field ; all  doorsi  should  be  O'petn  so 
that  we  might  be  able  to  bring  our  Communist  opinion  to  bear 
upon  the  mass  psychology  of  the  workers  as  a whole.  It  had 
been  said  that  political  leaders  had  betrayed  the  workers,  and 
mention  had  been  made  of  Henderson  and  Thomas.  But  where 
had  these  learned  their  treachery?  They  had  learned  it  in  the 
industrial  field,  and  if  you  could  not  trust  men  in  the  political 
field,  how  could  you  hope  to  trust  them  in  the  industrial  field? 
If  you  had  no  confidence  to  send  men  to  the  Housa  of  Commons, 
how  could  you  have  confidence  in  them  to  lead  a strike?  Al- 
though a crisis  might  be  industrial,  it  might  be  political  in  essence, 
and,  what  was  more,  they  knew  that  crises  origihating'  in  the 
industrial  field  assumed  a political  character,  and  it  was  for  us 
in  a political  capacity  to  wield  that  crisis  fbr  our  Communist 
purposes.  He  appealed  to  all  present,  whatever  decision  might 
be  come  to  in  this  matter,  or  any  other,  to  subordinate  these 
minor  and  secondary  aspects  of  the  movement  to  the  fundamental 
principles  of  an  active  Communist  Party. 

The  Chairman  said  the  resolution  would  now  be  put  for  and 
against.  In  the  event  of  its  being. carried  it  would  be  subject  to 
amendments  such  as  did  not  touch  its  integral  character. 

The  resolution  was  put  to  a card  vote.  Cards  to  the  number 
of  186,  and  representing  4,650  votes,  werie  shown  in  its  favour, 
while  19  cards,  representing  475  votes  were  against  it. 

The  Conference  then  adjourned. 

EVENING  SESSION. 

The  Conference  reassemhled  later  in  the  same  day,  the  first 
business  beiln'g  the  reading  of  further  fraternal  messages.  These 
are  also  printed  in  full  in  Appendix  B. 

The  following  resolution  was  moved,  seconded,  and  carried 
unanimously  : — 

This  Communist  Convention  protests  in  the  strongest  terms  against  the 
massacres  of  Jewish  Communists  and  Trade  Unionists,  carried  on  by  the 
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Governments  of  Poland,  Roumania  and  Hungary,  and  which  are  loo  often 
encouraged  by  the  Allied  Governinents. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ACTION  : ADJOURNED  DISCUSSION. 

The  Conference  then  turned  again  to  the  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary action. 

The  Chairman  saiid  they  had  now  arrived  at  the  amendment 
stage.  Some  of  the  amendments  that  had  been  sent  in  were 
merely  venbal,  and  the  Conventioni  would  take  first  those  which 
in  some  way  affected  the  policy  that  had  beeoi  decided  upon  that 
afternoon.  The  first  of  these  was;  from  Birkenhead.  It  was  to 
delete  the  words  “Parliamentary  and  electoral  action,”  and  to 
sujbstitute  the  words,  “revolutionary  political  action  expressed  in 
Parliamentary  and  municipal  activities.” 

J.  Fitton  (Birkenhead  Communist  Group)  moved  the  amend- 
ment, saying  it  was  a matter  of  phraseology,  but  the  resolution 
would  be  more  definite  if  amended  as  suggested. 

G.  Hicks  (B.S.P.,  Reading)  objected  that  the  amendment  w^as 
not  merely  a matter  of  phraseology.  If  carried,  the  whole  sense 
of  the  resolution  would  be  altered. 

The  amendment  was  put  and  lost. 

The  next  amendment  was  from  the  Halifax  Marxian  Group. 
It  was  to  add  the  words,  “and  that  should  any  Communist  can- 
didate be  successful  at  the  poll  in  a Parliamentary  or  munlicipal 
election,  such  candidate  should  not  be  allowed  to  accept  the  seat.” 

A.  Waight  (Halifax  Marxian  Group)  said  his  Group  had  three 
reasons  for  mo-ving-  this  amendment.  First,  they  could  not  con- 
ceive the  Party  allowing  any  of  its  members  to  accept  a seat 
inside  an  institution!  which  it  had  characteriised  as  useless  and 
unable  to  function;  and,  in  effect,  the  Convention  had  condemned 
Parliamentary  instiitutions  in  this  manner  by  acceipting  the  Soviet 
system  and  the  dictatoirship  of  the  proletariat.  A second  point 
was  that  the  amendment  would  test  the  sincerity  of  the  Party  in 
the  resolution  already  passed;  it  would  test  whether  political 
activity  was  to  be  for  educational  propaganda  purposes  or  not, 
by  laying  it  down  that  the  political  activity  would  Inlot  have  any 
chance  of  taking  on  an  opportunist  character.  A third  point  was 
that  it  took  away  the  ground  from  the  individual  opportunist.  It 
was  all  right  to  say,  as  had  been  said  in  the  resolution,  that  a 
candidate,  if  returned,  should  only  act  upon  the  mandate  of  the 
Party,  but  the  past  history  of  mem  wiho  had  been  successful  was 
that  they  had  generally  turned  round  and  refused'  to  accept  a 
mandate  from!  anybody. 

The  Halifax  amendment  w'as  then  voted  on  and  lost. 

The  next  amendment  was  to  delete  the  word  “valuable”  before 
“imeans  of  propaganda.”  This  was  agreed  to  without  discussion. 

An  amendmenlt  to  alter  the  words,  “representatives  of  the 
Party  elected  to  Parliament”  to  “members  of  the  Party  contesting 
or  elected  to  Parliament,”  brought  with  it  a little  discussion.  It 
was  moved  iby  J.  Hamilton,  who  said  that  the  Liverpool  Com- 
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munist  Ciroirp  co'nsidiered  the  phrasing-  they  sug-gested  much  more 
expressive  than  that  of  the  oriig-inal  resolution.  By  altering- 
“representatives”  to  “memibers”  they  prevented  an  individual 
comiing-  along-,  without  being-  a mamiber  of  the  Party,  and  g-etting 
Its  support  in  this  particular  direction;  and  the  introduction  of  the 
word  “contesting”  was  i/miportant,  because  it  made  it  explicit 
that  the  rule  applied  both  before  and  after  election.  They  had 
another  amendiment,  to  delete  the  words  “according  to  national 
or  local  circumstances”;  because  they  considered  this  phrase 
would  give  ap  opportunity  toi  evade  the  candidate’s  being  tied 
down  by  the  resolution  sO'  far  as  tactiosi  w'eire  concerned. 

W.  Mellor  opposed  the  amendment,  and  took  the  opportunity 
to  draw  attention  tO'  what  he  considered  a danger  in  the  resolu- 
tion as  it  stood.  What  was  meant,  he  asked,  by  the  phrase, 
“laid  down  by  the  Party”?  Did  this  refer  tO'  the  Party  in  dele- 
gate conference  or  to  the  Executive?  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
clause  as  drafted  would  lead  toi  centralisation  of  the  worst  possible 
type,  endangering  local  initiative  and  setting  up  a bureaucracy 
which  future  coinferences  would  be  always  criticising.  The 
Convention  must  not  accept  the  idea  that  local  circumstances  did 
not  count,  or,  alternatively,  that  the  people  at  the  head  office 
understood  all  local  circumstances.  From  the  head  office  matnii- 
festoes,  leaflets,  speakers,  etc.,  could  go  out  for  ever;  but  unless 
there  was  a response  inside  the  localities  all  such  efforts  would 
be  vain.  Neither  the  amendment  nor  the  resolution  as  it  stood 
safeguarded  local)  life,  local  initiative,  local  control,  and  he  asked 
the  delegates  tO'  consider  seriously  whether  the  last  two  sentences 
of  the  resolution  expressed  what  the  Convent ioini  wanted.  He 
thought  the  amendiment  should  be  rejected  because  of  the  deletion 
of  the  woirds,  “according  tO'  national  or  local  circuimstanoes” ; 
but  there  was  a more  vital  question  before  them,  than  that.  They 
were  faced  with  the  whole  question  of  the  relationship  of  the  local 
groups  of  the  Communist  Party  to'  the  Executive,  and  the  resolu- 
tion was  giving  the  Executive  an  awful  amount  of  authority.  He 
did  not  think  it  wise  for  the  Communist  Party  at  its  birth  to  begin 
by  bureaucratising  its  adiministratlion. 

The  Chairman  said'  hie  would'  suggest  tO'  the  delegates  that  they 
were  only  deciding  the  tactical  policy  of  the  Communist  Party  for 
a few  months.  As  he  understood,  when  the  Convention  was 
finished,  and  the  Provisional  Executive  appointed  by  the  Conven- 
tion to  knock  into  shape  the  Communist  Party,  the  first  obvious 
duty  of  that  Executive  would  be  to^  issue  a call  for  resolutions  that 
would  be  embodied  in  a draft  constitution  that  would  be  submitted 
to  the  Party  for  amiendment  and  alteration.  As  he  saw  the  situa- 
ticwn,  within  a few  months,  the  Provisional  Executive  must  have 
prepared  a draft  constitution  of  some  description.  That  skeleton 
would  be  sent  out  to  every  member  of  the  Party  in  order  to'  ascer- 
tain every  point  of  view  as  to  what  the  constitution  of  the  Party 
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should  be,  and  a later  d'raft  would  be  prepared  for  further 
exaimination  and  criticism.  Finally  this  would  ibe  submitted  to  the 
meimibersihiip  for  ratification  by  referendum  vote  of  all  meimibers  of 
the  Party.  So  far  as  Mellor’s  fears  were  concerned,  whatever 
was  done  now  woulld  iin  the  end  only  become  effective  when  it  was 
ratified  by  the  Party. 

A.  A.  Watts  said  he  did  not  think  the  Party  could  lay  down 
to  the  local  ibrandhes  througihont  the  country  all  items  of  policy 
for  their  local  conduct.  The  resolution  meant  that  the  comrade 
elected  to  a partacular  body  would  represent  the  Party  as  ag-ainst 
the  electors,  and  that  if  he  went  from  the  policy  of  the  Party  he 
should  no  longfer  be  regarded  as  one  of  its  members.  Mellor  had 
read  into'  the  resolution  aln*  entirely  different  meaning.  A national 
Party  could  nO't  lay  down  alll  the  things  that  were  toi  guide  the 
Parity  throughout  the  country.  TTe  Party  Ideally  must  decide  on 
local  affairs,  and  nationally  O'n  national  affairs,  but  its  memibers 
would  sit  on  public  bodies  as  representing  the  Party,  not  their 
constituents. 

J.  Griersoini  (B.S.P.,  Openshaw)  supported  the  amendlment. 
They  could  not  have  one  thing  in  Essex  and  another  in 
North umiberland,  but  must  have  a Communist  Party  with  riigid 
discipline.  In  the  B.S.P.  we  had  seen,  some  branches  supporting 
Labour  candidates,  while  others  opposed  them,  and  on  one 
occasion  Hyndman  had  come  ddwn  to  Open  show  and  supported 
a Labour  candidate  in  preference  to  a B.S.P.  candidate  run  by 
the  local  branch.  Such  things  would  happen  again  if  we  were 
not  careful. 

A.  Vandome  (B.S.P.,  South  Hackney)  and  R.  Stewart  having* 
spoken, 

H.  Webb  said  local  autonomy  would  lead  to  oonfuision.  In) 
the  north  they  would  have  half  a dozen  towns  in  close  proximity 
to  each  other,  but  all  pursuing  different  policlies. 

Mrs.  Kennedy  (B.S.P.,  Erith)  said  that  if  local  autonomy  was 
not  allowed,  more  damage  might  be  done  to  the  Communist  Party 
than  otherwise. 

Miss  E.  Wilkinson  (Manchester  Guild  Communist  Group)  said 
if  we  were  going  ilm  for  a revolutionary  party  we  must  have  a 
general  staff  and  be  willing  to  obey  it.  After  the  revolution  we 
could!  ihave  local  decentralisatio'n.  The  present  discussion  was 
important,  because  if  the  Convention  was  laying  down 
the  lines  on  which  the  Communist  Party  was  to  be  formed,  and  if 
It  was  got  intoi  the  head's  of  the  people  whoi  were  to'  draft  the  con- 
stitution that  they  were  to  go  on  the  same  old  lines,  we  could  not 
have  a revolutionary  party,  much  less  a revolution.  A revolution 
meant  discipline  and  oibedienoe. 

J.  E.  Thomas  (Aberdare  Communist  Unity  Group)  said,  on 
this  point  of  rigid'  discipline,  he  would  like  to  know  how  far  the 
Conference  could  tie  the  hands  of  a member  of  a trade  union  who 
was  also  a member  of  this  Party  if  he  was  run  as  a candidate. 
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F.  W.  Llewellyn  (B.S.P.,  Plymouth)  said  he  supported  the 
amendment.  ^ He  had  been  asiked'  only  last  week  to  run  as  a 
Labour  candidate  for  one  of  the  wards  in  Plymouth,  and  had 
replied  that  he  would  only  stand  as  a Communist  candidate. 
Memibers  of  a trade  unlion  who  were  also  meim;bers  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  must  stand  by  their  Commiuiniist  principles.  There 
was  too  much  local  autonomy  now.  Elections  were  fougfht  on 
local  questions,  but  we  wanted  to  have  themi  fought  on  the  priin- 
ciples  of  the  Party,  and  our  candidates  must  run  on  a common 
platform). 

C.  L.  Gibbons  (Ferndale  S.S.)  said  that  No.  i resolution  had 
been  carried  unanimously,  and  the  Convention  had  thereby  agreed 
to  the  Soviet  or  Workers’  Council  system.  A part  of  that  system 
was  the  right  of  local  recall — not  party  recall.  We  had  agreed  that 
Parliiamentary  actiion  was  sulbsidiary  to  industrial  policy,  and  if 
in  our  Parliamentary  practice  we  were  now  going  back  on  our 
industrial  and  fundamental  policy  lit  was  time  we  called  a halt, 
and  asked  did  we  really  believe  we  were  assembled  to  declare  for 
the  Soviet  .system.  Here  we  had  a Communist  Party  claimiinig 
the  right  to  dictate  tO'  a Communist  member  of  Parlliament  what 
he  should  do.  If  the  man  was  elected  clearly  oni  a Communist 
ticket,  the  people  of  the  constituency  had  ,a  clear  idea  of  what  they 
were  doing,  and  under  the  Soviet  system  it  was  they  who  had  the 
right  of  recall.  It  was  going  foo  far  in  paternal  Government  for 
the  Party  to  undertake  to)  keep  the  representative  in  order.  If 
the  man  was  not  elected  in  a Communist  constituency  there  was 
no  point  in  the  Party  controlling  him,  because  he  would  not  get 
in  unless  he  compromised. 

T.  Bell  said  he  would  like  to  make  one  or  two  observations  on 
the  criticisms  that  had  ibeen  made.  There  was  no  contradiction  in 
advocating  the  Workers’  Council  idea  and  determilning:  the  tactics 
that  would  be  adopted  once  our  representative  was  returned  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Soviet  idea  was  our  alternative  to 
Parliamentary  institutions  when  we  had  achieved  our  revolution. 
We  participated  in  local  and  Parliiamentary  elections  for  agita- 
tional purposes.  Different  localities  varied  from  each  other;  ilni 
Parliamentary  constituencies  situations  were  continually  arlising 
that  called  for  particular  tactics  to  be  adopted,  always  with  a view 
to  fomenting  our  revolutionary  agitation.  In  the  past  members 
of  Parliament  had  gone  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and,  when 
they  had  got  there,  had  divorced  themselves  from  the  Party  that 
had  sent  them  there.  We  wanted  to  ensure  that  our  repre- 
sentatives on  local  and  national  bodies  should  keep  in  close  con- 
tact with  the  Communist  Party  Executive,  and  that  that  Executive 
should  have  regard  to  the  general  situation,  whether  industrial  or 
political,  and  should  collaborate  with  those  irepreisentatives  upon 
the  tactics  that  were  to  be  adopted  in  order  to  achieve  the  best 
values  so  far  as  revolutionary  agitation  was  concerned.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  movers  of  the  amendment  had  no  case 


25 


'whatever.  The  Joint  Comimiittee  would  not  quarrel  about  the 
wordsi  “members”  and  “representatives.”  Where  the  resolution 
spoke  o'f  the  “Party”  it  meant  the  National  Executive  as 
appointed  by  the  Party  in  Coinference;  provision  would  be  made 
in  the  coinistitution  to  see  that  that  Executive  was  elected  in  a 
properly  constituted  and  democratic  manner. 

W.  Mellor  asked  if  thane' ^ would  be  the  same  measure  of 
control  over  local  asi  over  national  representatives. 

T.  Bell  replied  that  all  thei  localti'ets  did  not  have  the  same 
degree  of  civic  and  social  development  as  each  other.  Thenq 
were  variationsi  of  development  in  municipalities  and  so  forth,  and 
thelse  would  velry  largely  determine  the  policy  and  tactics  that 
would  be  moist  efficient  for  our  propagandist  purpoisas.  That  was 
what  the  Joint  Coimmiiittee  had  in  mind  when  they  used  the 
phrasei  “according  toi  local  or  national  circumstances.”  Nation- 
ally, it  might  be,  for  eixampliel,  a railway  strike  or  a queisitibn  of 
nationalising  mines^^ — ^^some  vital  national  questioni — and  what  the 
Committee  had  in  mind,  was  that  the  Executive  should  collaborate 
with  the  parity’ SI  Members  of  Parliament,  sO'  as  toi  get  the 
greatest  poisisible  value  for  agitational  purposes,  so  far  as  Par- 
liamentary activities  were  concerned.  The  samiei  thing  applied 
locally ; where  there  were  local  conditions,  the  Executive  should 
have  regard  toi  thoise  and  employ  tactics  to  get  the  best  possible 
results.  It  was  not  a easel  of  the  fexecutive  endeavouring  toi  put 
up  tickets  for  gas,  water  and  that  sort  of  thing,  we  were  not  con- 
cerned with  questions  of  that  sort  except  as  subordinate  to 
our  agitational  work ; but  wherever  thiefre  ,were  vital  questions 
locally  it  should  be  the  Executive’s  business  to  apply  our  Com- 
munist theory  tO'  those  questions,  and;  toi  advise  our  local  members 
as  toi  how  they  could  giet  the  greatest  poissible  agitational  value 
out  of  the^  circumstances.  The  Communist  Party  would  have 
elected  representatives  on  Parliamentary  and  local  bodies.  Sup- 
posing the  Communist  Party  decided  on  a certaini  national  I’ne 
of  agitational  work,  had  not  the  Executive  the  right  to  expect 
that  the  membeirts  in,  Parliament  and  on  the  local  bodies  would 
conform  tO'  that  particular  policy?  Suppose,  for  libstance,  the 
Communist  Party  wanted  to  cripple  the  constructive  and  admin- 
istrative! side;  of  capitalism,  and  for  that  purpose  decided  that 
the  elected  members  in  Parliament  shouldi  immediatelly  pursue  a 
policy  of  destructive  tactics  there,  and  that  those  tactics  should 
be  supplemented  by  equally  destlructive  tactics  by  mem|)ers  of 
local  bodies,  what  the;  resolution  provided  for  was  that  in  those 
circumstances  the  Executive  could  goi  to  the  members,  state 
the  policy  of  the  Party,  and  not  only  ask  but  expect  them  to 
endeavour  to*  put  it  intoi  operation. 

W.  Saltmarsih  (Cardiff  Communiist  Unity  Group), j said  it 
seemed  to  him  there  was  a misconceptioni  underlying  all  this 
talk  about  amending  the  resolution.  The  misconception  was 
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apparently  that  the  majoirity  o-f  the  meimb'e'rs  took  parliamentary 
and  po»litical  action  sierionsi'y.  As  a matter  of  fact  if  they  were 
to|  abide  by  what  they  had  already  decided  they  were  gening  to 
treat  ijt  asi  a joke.  If  it  came  about  that  we  put  foirward  can- 
didates he  would  open  a book  against  their  being  returned.  He 
rlecogmsedl  that  the  greatest  part  of  the  value  of  the  work  would 
be  the  educational  side  of  the  coinstituency.  If  by  chance  a can- 
didate wasi  ireturned  and  took  his  seat,  he  would  be  sitting  on 
rotteni  eggs  and  nothing  would  come  of  iit. 

The  amendment  was  then  put  and  lost,  there  being  56  votes 
in  its  favour  and  122  against. 

The  Chaiiriman  said  the  next  amendment  stood  in  the  name  of 
the  National  Branch  of  B.S.P.,  and  would  alter /thei  last  sentence 
of  the  reisoilution  tO'  read  : “In  all  cases  such  representatives  shall 
be  considered  as  holding  a mandate  prilmarily  from  the  Party 
and  wain  as  from,  the  particular  constituencies  for  which  they 
happen  toi  sit.” 

A.  A.  Purcell  (B.S.P.,  South  Salford),  said  it  would  be  found 
on  consideration  that  the  proposed  amendment  fitted  in  with  a 
good  deal  of  the  dilscusslion,  that  had  taken  place.  It  would  put 
us  in  order  from  the  poiint  of  view  of  the  oirdinary  methods  that 
are  employed,  and  it  would  keep  our  groups  in  the  constituencies 
in  cfloise  touch  with  the  Executive.  In  the  case’  of  certain  of  our 
members  whoi  were  likely  tO'  be  candidates  from  their  own.  trade 
unions,  it  would  give  them  the  opportunity  of  remaining  as.  trade 
union  candidates,  and,  at  the  same  time,  standing  as  Communist 
candidates  and  voibing  the  principles  of  the  Communist  Party. 
The  main  point  was  the  use  of  the  word  “primarily.” 

After  a short  discussion  the  amendment  was  lost,  52  voting 
in  favour  and  102  against. 

The  Chairman  said  therje  was  an  amendment  from  the  Har- 
lesden  B.S.P.  : “All  candidates  must  pledge  them  selves  toi  contest 
electionsl  on  the  programme  of  the  Communist  Party,  i.e.,  the 
establishment  of  the  dictatorship  of  the  nroletariat  and  of  the 
Soviet  or'  Workers’  Council  system.”  The  Standing  Orders 
Committee  thought  this  amendment  was  covered  iiin  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  resolution.  He  suggested  to  the  Harlesden  B.S.P. 
to  withdraw  the  amendment. 

F.  D.  Fitzgerald  (B.S.P.,  Harlesden),  said  he  did  not  wiiish 
toi  withdraw  the  amendment.  Many  delegates  had  voiced  doubts 
as  toi  how  the  candidlates  of  the  Party  could  be  controlUed  if  and 
when  they  were  returned.  The  last  paragraph  of  the  resolution 
did  not  meet  the  difficulty,  but  if  the  words  proposed  by  his 
branch  wieire  added,  making  every  man  who  M:ood  for!  either  local 
or  Parliamentary  election  to  take  a pledge  to  fight  that  election 
on  the  dictatorsihip  of  the  proletariat  and  the  establish ment  of 
the  Soviet  system — any  candidate  who  went  toi  the  electorate 
with  a programme  such  as  that,  would  have  to  fight  on  that 
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prog-riam,me,  and,  if  retur'ned,  could  only  voice  the  revoilutiilonary 
attitude. 

The  Chlairman,  put  to  the  deleg^ates  the  questio’ni  whether  the/ 
irecommendationi  of  the  Standing-  Orders  Committelei  be  upheld, 
and  this  was  agreed  to.  The  HarHesden  amendment  therefore 
dropped. 

The  Chairman  saiid  the  next  amemdment  was  from  the  Open- 
shaw  B.S.P.  To  add  the  words: 

“Further,  that  Parliamentary  action  shall  be  regarded  as  sub- 
sidiary to  real  organisation  at  the  point  of  production.” 

The  Standing  Orders  Committee  comsid'ered  th©  point  was 
covelned  in  Resolution  i. 

J.  Grierson  said  that  when  Parlliamentary  or  municipal  honours 
were  in  view  plain  speaking  at  the  outset  ^vas  necessary.  As 
one  who  considered  that  oirganiisation  at  the  point  of  production 
was  the  great  weapon  for  the  workdrs — although  suppon^ting 
Paiiliamentary  action — since  the  national  railway  strike  he  had 
been  more  than  ever  convinced  that  the  general  strike  was  thiel 
weapon  foir  the  working  class  of  this  country  toi  use:.  He  had 
much  pleasure  iiin  moving  that  we  concentrate  morlel  than  we 
had  ever  done  in  the  past  on  workshop  agitationi,  propaganda 
and  literature^ — that  we  practically  deluge  the  workshopsi  of  this 
country  with  literature. 

The  Chairman  adopted  the  same  procedure  with  this  amend- 
ment as  with  the  preceding  one',  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  was  again  accepted ; soi  this  amend- 
ment also  was  dropped. 

Thie  next  am'eindment  was  from  Cardiff  to  subsititute  the  word 
“any”  for  the  words  “the  ordinary”  in  the  phrase  “the  ordinary 
methods  of  parliamentary  democracy.” 

W.  Saltmarsh  moved  this.  The  voting  was  37  in  favour 
and  121  against,  so  the  amendment  was  lost. 

J.  Fitton  moved  that  words  be  added  to  the  effect  that  all 
nominees  enter  into  ani  obligation  not  to  take  the  oath  of  alleg- 
iance. He  said  that  many  of  the  comrades  in  the  Birkenhead 
Communist  Group  were  very  doubtful  about  Parliiamentary 
action,  and  thiey  thought  that  requiring  an  elected  member  not 
to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance 'would  prevent  him  ever  taking  his 
seat. 

Cochran  (B.S.P.  Willesden)  said  thb  intention  of  the  amend- 
ment was  to  sabotage  any  effective  attempt  at  using  Parliament 
as  a means  of  propaganda.  Personally,  he  had  no  scruples  about 
taking  oaths  and  breaking  them  as  soon  as  convenient  in  the 
interest  of  the  working  class  to  which  he^  belonged.  The  cap- 
italist class  had  no  scruples  about  making  oath^  and  promises 
and  breaking  them  iilmmediately  the  so  doing  served  their  class 
interests.  We  must  be  prepared  to  be  just  as  unscrupulous  in, 
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our'  efforts  tO'  win  throug^h  to  the  revo'lution  as  they  we^re  in  oppos- 
ing- it. 

The  amendment  was  then  put  to  the  vote  and  lost. 

J.  Fittou  moved  to  add  to  the  resolution  the  words:  “In  the 
event  of  any  representative  violatling-  the  decisions  of  the  Party 
as  embodied  in  the  mandate  which  he  or  she  has  accepted  or  been 
instructed  upon,  he  or  she  shall  be  called  upon  to'  resign  his  or 
her  membership  of  Parliament  or  municipaility  and  also  of  the 
Party.”  He  isaJid  those  who  talked  about  party  discipline  ought 
to  support  the  amendment. 

A delegate  seconded  the  amendment.  He  said  that  under  the 
constitution  of  Soviet  Russia  the  electors  had  the  right  of  recall, 
and  he  thi^^ught  that  it  was  only  by  such  means  that  we  could 
control  the  opportunists  who  came  along  to  adapt  themselves  in 
any  possible  way  to  any  programme  so  that  they  could  get  into 
thd  House  of  Commons  or  other  assembly,  and  when  there 
switch  themselves  on  to  something  else. 

Another  delegate  said  the  point  was  not  what  we  would  like 
to  do  but  what  we  w'eme  able  to'  do.  We  could  not  recall  the 
elected  member ; he  was  not  our  representative  but  the  represent- 
ative of  a constituency. 

Th  amendment  was  then  voted  upon  and  carried,  84  being 
in  favour  and  54  against.  The  resolution  was  then  adopted  as 
amended  as  follows : 

‘‘  The  Communist  Party  repudiates  the  reformist  view  that  a social 
revolution  can  be  achieved  by  the  ordinary  methods  of  parliamentary 
democracy,  but  regards  parliamentary  and  electoral  action  generally  as 
providing  a means  of  propaganda  and  agitation  towards  the  revolution. 
The  tactics  to  be  employed  by  representatives  of  the  Party  elected  to 
Parliament  or  local  bodies  must  be  laid  down  by  the  Party  itself  accord- 
ing to  national  or  local  circumstances.  In  all  cases  such  representatives 
must  be  considered  as  holding  a mandate  from  the  Party,  and  not  from 
the  particular  constituency  for  which  they  happen  to  sit.  In  the  event 
of  any  representative  violating  the  decisions  of  the  Party  as  embodied 
in  the  mandate  which  he  or  she  has  accepted  or  been  instructed  upon, 
he  Of  she  shall  be  called  upon  to  resign  his  or  her  Membership  of  Parlia- 
ment or  municipality,  and  also  of  the  Party.” 

TENTATIVE,  PROPOSALS  PROVIDING  FOR  TRANS- 
FORMATION INTO  THE  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

The  Co'nventioin  then  turned  to  the  general  organisation  of 
the  Communist  Party,  regarding  which  the  Joint  Provisional  Com- 
mittee made  a series  of  “Tentative  proposals  providing  for  transr- 
formation  into  the  Communist  Party.”  [See  Appendix  C.] 

The  first  of  these  asked  for  the  election  of  three  de'legates 
from  the  Convention  to  act  with  the  Joint  Committee  as  the  Pro- 
visiiolnal  Executive  Committee  of  the  Communist  Party.  The 
numbeV  to  be  elected  by  the  Convention  was  increasted  from  three 
to  six,  and  nominations  were  then  taken. 

This  concluded  the  first  day’s  proceedings,  and  the  Convention 
adjourned. 
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SECOND  DAY’S  PROCEEDINGS. 

The  Co'nvention  assembled  om  the  secoind  day  at  the  Inteit- 
national  Socialiiisit  Club,  28,  East  Road,  E.C.,  Arthur  Macmanus 
ag^ain  presiding. 

ELECTION  OF  PROVISIONAL  EXECUTIVE. 

The  first  business  was  to  eleict  six  members  on  the  Provisional 
Executive  Committee  from  the  follotwing  sixteen  nomiinations 
made  the  previous  evening  ; Gietorge  Deer,  H.  W.  Inkpin,  F.  L. 
Kerran,  C.  L.  Malone,  M.P.,  W.  Mellor,  Mrs.  D.  B.  Monte- 
fiode,  Jas.  Morton,  A.  A.  Purcelll,  L.  Royle,  Fred.  Shaw,  A.  Sif- 
fleet,  F.  B.  Silvester,  Jas.  Stetwart,  R.  Stewart,  H.  Webb  and 
Robert  Williams.  By  a process  of  exhaustive  vote  tl^  following 
six  were  choisen,  the  figures  against  each  name  indiibating  the 
vote  given  on  the  last  occasicin  of  putting  toi  the  Convention  : 
GeO'.  Deer  (100  votesi),  C.  L.  Malone  (106),  W.  Mielllom  (100), 
Mrs.  D.  B.  Montefiore  (115),  Fred.  Shaw  (123)  and  R.  Stewart 

(117)- 

TELEGRAM  TO  THIRD  INTERNATIONAL 

It  was  next  agreed  toi  sendi  the  following  telegrapii  toi  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Third  International  at  Moscow  : — 
“ The  Communist  Party  of  Great  Britain  assembled  in  its  con- 
stituent convention  in  London  sends  its  warmest  greetings  to  the  Second 
Congress  and  Executive  Committee  of  the  International,  and  wishes 
them  success  in  their  glorious  work.  It  hopes  soon  to  join  them  in 
their  march  to  the  international  proletarian  revolution.” 

Another  telegram  was  sent  to  the  delegates  of  the  Russian 
Soviet  Government  now  landed  in  England  as  follows  : — 

“ This  British  Communist  convention  in  session  assembled  sends 
hearty  fraternal  greetings  to  Comrade  Kameneff  and  the  other  Russian 
comrades  who  have  to-day  landed  in  England  as  the  first  diplomatic 
representatives  in  this  country  of  the  Russian  Soviet  Government.” 

THE  LABOUR  PARTY. 

The  Co'nventiou  then  turned  tO'  the  quest  ion,  of  the  relation 
of  the  new  Communist  Party  tO'  the  British  Labour  Party. 

The  chairman  said  the  delegatesi  would  be  calledi  upon'  to 
consider  two  alternative  propoisitions : (a)  That  the  Communist 
Party  shall  be  affiliated  to  the  Labour  Party ; an«  (b)  That  the 
Communist  Party  shall  not  bei  affiliated  toi  the  I^ibour  Party. 
Thesiel  piropositions  were,  very  positive  an,d  substantive  in  their 
character  andi  had  beiein  submitted  in  this  foirm.  so  that  there 
.should  be  no<  ambiguity  or  dubiety  about  the  position.  What  was 
wanted  was  a decision  as  toi  whether  oir  not  wei  should  go  in, 
and  he  would  ask  the  delegates  whoi  wanted  us  onlly  tO'  gO'  half 
liin  not  tO'  intrude  their  half  point  of  view  until  later.  If  the  Con- 
vention decided  to  go*  into^  the  I.abour  Party,  the  delegates  could 
then  di.scuss  how  far  we  should  go^  in  and  what  wei  should  do 
when  we;  got  there.  He  would  call  first  on  J.  F.  Hodgsoni  tO' 
sipeak  for  proposition  (a),  and  then  on  W.  Pau'l  to  speak  for 
proposition  (b). 
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J.  F.  Hodg-soin  : Mr.  Chairman  and  comrades,  after  the  ex-s 
hausting-  proceedings  thinongh  which  we  have  just  passed,  ;iit  is 
my  very  pleasant  duty  to  introduce  tO'  you  the  neial  bonei  of  con- 
tention,, and  I would  like  toi  iSiay  befoire  I coimmencei  to  ispeiak  on. 
behalf  of  the  B.S.P.,  which  was  a^ld  is  noit,  that  from  thie  fir^it 
in  these  Unity  proceediings  and  conferences,  which  have  been 
almost  as  exhausting  as  our  procieiediings  this  morning,  we  have 
always  maintained  the  point  of  view  that  the  Party  itself,  when 
formed,  should  be  alloiwed  to  decide  on  this  very  important 
matter.  We  have  nev^er  budged  from  that  position,,  and  when 
at  last  it  was  decided — as  the  Executive’s  or  Party’is  dellegates 
could  not  agree — it  was  decided  to  put  the  matter  toi  the  vote  of 
a rank  and  file  convention,,  it  was  on  our  proposal  that  that  was 
done.  Our  friends  on  the  other  side  accepted  the  piroposal 
readily.  No>w  I say  that  because  I want  to  add  that,  a,s  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  wiei  are  very  keen  on  this  matter,  but  that 
whichever  way  the  vote  shall  goi,  it  is  our  ilntention,  even  though 
it  bei  againist  us,  it  shall  not  be  the  means  of  reducing  one  jc4t 
the  enthusiasm  and  energy  which  we  intend  to  put  into  this  new 
Pary.  I call  for  that  spirit  from  tho'se  whoi  differ  from  us,  and 
I want  to'  remind  you  that  unless  we  have  that  S'pirit  present 
among  us  in  all  our  proceedings  as  a party  in  the  future,  we  are 
born  to  impotence  and  are  likely  to  enter  into)  disaster  quite 
soon.  I hope  that  we  shall  settle  this  matter  of  the;  Labour 
Party  and  ceasie  thieise  illnterminable  discussiioniS  about  it  thi,s 
morlning — settle  it  one  way  or  the  other.  It  has  been  isaid  that 
it  i.s  perfectly  easv  talking  here?  about  the  Labour  Party  itself, 
because!  moist  of  the  delegates  have  come  'to  thi.s  conference  with- 
a mandate.  Well,  it  ap'plies  to  moist  us;  but  at  any  rate  I take 
this  view,  that  we  have  had  these  discussions  ad  nauseum,  and 
I suggest  that  we  ishculd  try  tO'  steer  clear  of  the  old  cut  and 
dried  arguments,  and  tot  see  if  wie  can  iStrike  out  on  a new  line. 
We  shall  be  assisted'  in  that  effort  by  certain  things  that  have 
tranispired  quite  lately.  For  instance,  there  lils  Lenin’s  book  on 
the  “Infant  Disorders  of  the  Left  Communists,”  an  interesting 
work  which  shedsi  a flood  of  light  upo'n  thie  whole  question.  Also* 
we  have  hadi — and  I want  to  refer  tO'  this  matter  first — we  have 
had  from  the  Left  Cbmmuniists  a clear  declaration  that  their; 
policy  with  regard  to'  the  Labour  Party  is  distinct  from  their 
policy  toKvards  the  trade  unions.  It  appears  that  wei  are  not  tO' 
join  the  Labo'ur  Party  because  that  is  led  by  trade  union  leadens, 
who  have!  a bourgeoi’ls  outloo'k  and  who'Se  mentality  is  that  of 
the  middle  class.  Thereforei  we  are  to*  have,  nothing  tO'  do'  with  the 
Labour  Party.  That  iis  clear  and  distinct,  and  with  regard:  to* 
these  same  Labour  leaders  I would,  isay  more  than  that — ^I  would^ 
iSay  that  they  are  the  deadly  enemy  of  the  revo'hition  which  you 
and  I aiie  seeking.  I say  that  these  men  are  destined  to  play 
the  part  of  your  Scheidemanns  and  Noskes,  and  the  time  wiill 
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come  when  we  isball  have  toi  deal  with  them  in,  noi  uncertain  way. 
Not  by  voting-.  I say  that.  But,  comradeis  and  ftiiendsi,  this  same 
diectlaration  ptoiceeds  toi  say  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
branches  to  form  Communist  ginoups  in  trade  union  branches, 
and  to  work  insidie  the  trade  union  movement  in  ithiat  way.  Now 
I confess  that  I cannot  understand  that.  It  sieem,s  to  me  to  be 
a hi,g-h  example  of  confusion.  Here  you.  meet  on  thei  induistrial 
field  in  the  tradiel  union  certain  trade  undon  leaders.  You  are 
fully  aware  that  whether  or  not  through  sheer  rascality,  duplicity 
and  corruption  they  are  misleading  the  working  class.  You  meet 
them  there  with  thie)  intention  of  destroying  their  influence,  and 
of  winning  the  confidence  and  trust  of  the  rank  and  file  to  that 
end.  That  is  exactly  the  kind  of  tactics  that  I befieve  in.  But 
may  I remind  you  that  you  meet  these  same  people  in  the  Labour 
Party  j and  that  you  meet  them  on  a much  larger  field  than  you 
do'  in  the  trade  unions?  We  are  a political  Party.  We  meet 
these  isamei  trade  union  leaders  in  the  Labour  Party  on  the  wider 
and  far  more  important  political  fi^eld.  That  (is  the  view  I take, 
comirades.  I repeat  that  I have  never  been  abliel  to  understand 
that  position.  Many  of  our  comrades  have  done  important  work 
inside  the  trade  unions  by  starting  unoifficial  committees  and  re- 
form movements.  This  was  extremdly  important.  They  have 
done  good  work  in  that  way,  but  those  are  thel  vieiry  comrades 
who  refuse  to  say  that  you  could  act  in  exactly  the  same  way 
inside  the  political  movement  of  the  worker's,  which  iis  thiel  Labour 
Party.  If  you  are  going  to  have  your  Communist  groups  iniside 
trade  uniilon  branches,  why  not  inside  the  branches  of  the  Labour 
Party?  If  you  are  going  to*  operate  inside  the  trade  union  move- 
ment, why  not  inside  the  Labour  Party  at  its  annual  conferences? 
And  why  not  try  to  help  in  such  a way  that  when  we  go  to  the 
annual  conferences  we  shall  not  find  ourselves,  as  we  did  at 
Scarborough,  a little  group  of  a dozen — and',  the  rest  reactionists, 
or  moderates,  or  blind  men,  because  thie  best  elements  .iln,  the 
tiriade  union,  movement  had  not  sought  to  get  (elected  a, si  delegates 
to  thlei  Labour  Paifty  Conference.  I knoiw  there  arei  objections 
to  this  policy.  We  are  told,  for  instance,  that  if  you  affiliate  to 
the  Labour  Party,  and  work  inside  the  labour  Pary,  you  become 
identified  with  the  policy  of  the  Labour  Party.  I deny  that.  I 
believe  the  best  way  you  can  illustrate  the;  fact  that  you  are  not 
with  the  general  body  of  opinion  in.siide  the  Labour  Parity  is  to 
get  in,  there  and  illustrate  it  from  inside.  I say  that  our  com- 
rades whoi  work  with  the  unofficial  movemieint  insidiel  the  trade 
union  movement  have  done  moire  in  that  way  toi  illustrate  the 
fact  that  they  had  a point  of  view  which  is  en'tiiirely  different  firom 
that  of  the  official  elements,  than  they  could  possibly  have  done 
outside.  You  do  not  become  idientifiied  with  the  policy  of  the 
Labour!  Party  by  becoming  affiliated  to  it  or  working  inside.  On 
the  contrary.  But  the  moist  difficult  argument  to  understand,  to 
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my  miriidi,  is  the  objection,  that  by  and  by  the  Labour  Party  is 
g-O'iing  to  take  office;  and  that  when  it  does,  you  will  be  iden- 
tified with  all  themuin  that  is  going  tO'  come  upon  the  Party  once 
it  takes  office  and  assumeis  responsibilities  which  liit  cannot  poissibly 
fulfil.  I do  not  know  whietheir  the  delegfateis  are  aware  of  it,  but 
this  matter  has  been  dealt  with  by  Lenin  in  this  latest  work  of 
hiis.  I say  thiiis  because  I know  that  those  who  will  oppose  this 
resolution  this  morning  from  the  point  of  view  I am  putting 
forward,  have  been  accustomed  in  the  past  tO'  refer  to  the  example 
of  the  Bolsheviks,  and  always  to'  quote  Lenin  as  their  apostle 
and  bludgeon  uis  in  that  way.  We  are  entitled  tO'  use  the  same 
kiiind  of  bludgeon,  and  I would  remind  you  that  Lenin  considers 
this  kind  of  oibjectiom  to  Labour  Party  affiliation  as  one  of  the 
“infant  disorders  of  the  Left  Communists.”  We  had  a talk 
yesterday  about  Parliamentary  action.  It  is  surprising*  toi  know 
that  Leniin  advises  that  we  should  take  part  in  Parliamientary 
action,  that  wei  should  get  ou;r;  members  intoi  Parliament,  and 
that  when  they  are  in  Parliament  they  should  support  the  Labour 
Party  in  downing  Lloyd  George  and  Churchill,  and  should  try 
and  get  the  Labour  Party  intoi  office.  You  should  give  them 
such  support  as*  the  rope  gives  to  the  executed  person.  I mean 
to  say  that,  after  all,  wie  have  to  be  realists  in  thi'‘s  matter,  not 
to'  live  in  a rejalm  of  theory  but  toi  g^st  right  down  tO'  the  reality. 
Surely  we  understand  that  the  British  working  class  has  not  yet 
passed  through  thle  experience  of  having  a Kerensky  or  a 
Scheidemann,  and  that  the  sooner  it  goes  through  that  expenience 
the  better.  We  cannot  assist  it  tO'  goi  through,  that  experience 
by  a policy  of  aloof neisis  from  thei  working  class  movement.  A 
realistic  sizing  up  of  the  situation  means  that  we  must  be  in 
and  out  of  the  Labour  movement  all  the  time.  But,  of  course;,  if 
you  want  to  get  a reputation,  for  real  revolutionary  fervour  you 
must  usiei  words  like  these  : “Let  us  march  .straight  forward,  turn- 
ing neither  tel  the  right  nor  tO'  the  left,  but  keeping  our  revolu- 
tionary pirlinciples  clear  and  unsullied.”  That  is  the  way  you  be- 
come a L^t  Cbmmunilst  because  you  leave  your  comradeis  behind. 
I make  my  plea  this  morning,  in  connection  with  the  new  Party, 
that  lift  shall  not  indulge  in  such  antics.  After  all,  something 
important  has  happened  in  the  world  during  the  last  few  years, 
and  that  is  the  Russian  revolution,  and  the  expetrience  of  a pro- 
letarian revolution  which  you  get  from  that;  and  we  know  that 
the  Bolisheviks  would  never  have  won  through  tO'  the  triumph 
that  they  havei  achiefved  by  the  poliilcy  of  aloof nesis,  dogmatism, 
and  so  forth  which  is  at  rock  bottom  the  inispiration  of  the 
antagonism  toi  affiliation  toi  the  Labour  Party.  A week  or  two 
before  the  outbreak  of  the  October  revolution,  the  Bolsheviks 
were  getting  ready  theilr  lists  of  candidates  for  thiei  Duma.  A 
fortnight,  or  it  might  have  been  three  weeks  or  a month  after, 
they  abolished  the  Duma.  That  is  the  way  to  be  flexible.  That 
is  the  way  to  adapt  yourself  to  circumsitances.  That  is  the  way 
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lO'  fight  scientifically.  That  is  the  way  to  use  strategy  and  tactilcs 
in  order  to  win  through.  Of  course  I am  talking  like  a Labour 
Fakir  ! ‘^Thei  only  way  in  which  you  can  w’ib  is  by  a frontal 
attack,  never  mind  what  kind  of  isupoprt  you  have  got;  if  the 
batta'iions  are  small  don’t  hesitate,  go  right  in.”  I don’t  bedleve 
in  that  kind  of  thing ; I think  the  longest  way  round  is  some- 
times the  nearest  way  home.  I know  we  are  working  agaiimst  an 
enemy  who  is  ve'ry  insidious  in  his  methods.  He  does  not  use 
frontal  attacks  but  flanking  movements  of  all  kinds  tO'  under- 
mine our  poisition.  I want  us  tO'  use  the  same:  kind  of  thing. 
Now,  comrades,  we  had  from  Comrade  Bell  yesterday  what,  to 
my  mind,,  was  an  eixtr;emely  lucid  exposition  of  the  arguments 
for  revolutionary  parliamentary  action.  They  were  ailsoi  very 
powerful  and  cogent  arguments  for  afBHatioo  to  t^e  Labour 
Party.  Comrade  Bell  told  us,  and  I thoroughly  agree  with  it, 
that  all  spheirleis  of  life  where  working  class  opinion  can  be  in- 
fluenced are  important.  With  that  I steadfastly  agree,  but  to  say 
that,  and  with  the  next  breath  to  advocate  that  we  should  keep' 
outside  the  Labour  Party,  seems  to  me  a.  contradiction.  Inside 
the  Labour  Party  we  ca.n  liinfluence  working  class  opinion.  Inside 
the  Labour  Party  we  can  use  a lever  by  which  we  can  ultimately 
destroy  the  influencei  of  thie  treacherous)  leaders  of  the  tirade 
union  movement  on  the,  political  field.  Now  this  matter  which 
I am  presenting  to  you  for  discussion  this  morning  iiis  the  acid 
test  of  the  new  Party.  Nevierl  forget  that.  You  are  asked  to 
choose  between  two  policies,  whether  you  will  be  a party  which 
is  going  to  live  in  the  .nealm  of  theory,  to  be  dogmatic,  to  be  what 
is  called  propagandist,  or  whether  you  are  going  to  be  in  and 
of  the  working  class  movement.  It  is  truly  said  that  the  mission 
of  our  Party  iis  to  be  the  vanguard  of  the  lieivolut ionary  working 
class.  You  cannot  be  the  vanguard  unless  you  are  going  to 
march  with  the  working  class — always  in  front,  but  with  the 
working  class' — and  I say  that  this  Party  which  is  living  its 
first  day  of  life  toi-day  has  a missi'on  to  perform  of  the  very  highest 
importance.  I can  imagine;  no  more  glorious  mission  than  that 
upon  which  we  have  entered,  comrades;  it  is  to  lead  the  British 
working  class  toi  victO'ry  : it  i,s  toi  be,  as  has  been  well  said,, 
the  .speaii-hielad  of  the  revolutionary  moveimient  in  this  country  : 'I 
is  to  provide  the  working  class  with  instruction,  and,  above  all, 
with  knowledget,  with  information  ; and  thtei  way  tO'  doi  that  is 
inside  the  wdirfking  class  organisation  princilpally.  Certainly 
street  cornier  meetings  are  good ; certalhly  big  meetings  In  halls 
are  good ; but  the  steady  woirk  of  the  movement  is  done  infSide 
the  workshop,  and  Inside  the  working  class  organisations,  whether 
they  are  trade  union  organisations  o^rl  Labour  Party  organisa- 
tions; the  idea  being  all  the  time  steadily  and  constantly,  witluait 
rest  or  intermission,  tO'  make  Inirioads  upon  the  reactionary  men- 
tality of  the  working  clasis,  in  order  to  bring  theimi  toi  a consciou,^- 
ness  of  the  revolutionary  situation,  which  will  shortly  be  upon 
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US-  We  can  never  do  that  by  the  policy  of  a'loofnesis  which  iis 
at  the  back  of  this  idea  of  not  beinig  affiliated  with  the  Labour 
Party,  and  sio  I introduce  the  motion  to  you  in  that  sense.  I 
hope  that  wie  shall  have  a disicussilon  which  is  without  the  sorlt 
of  heat  which  means  disag^reieiment  and  mutual  hatred.  Let  us 
discuss  this  thing-  in  a friendly  and  kindly  spirit,  and,  whichever 
way  ithe  vote  shall  go,  let  each  of  us  say  that  wie  arei  a party, 
■that  the  party  has  decided  upon  this  courlsei,  and  that  as  a loyal, 
earnest,  devoted  member  of  the  Communist  Party,  he  is  going 
to  carry  ooit  the  decisions  of  the  Party  to  the  utmost  of  his  oppor- 
tunity and  ability. 

The  Chairman  called  on  comrade  William  Paul  toi  ispeak  to 
proposiiltion  (b),  “That  the  Communist  Party  shall  not  be  affiliated 
with  the  Labour  Party.” 

William  Paul : Mr.  Chairman  and  comrades,  we  hope  that 
we  shall  be  able  to  emulate  the  good  spirit  that  Hodgson  has  put 
into  the  debate!,  andi  we  will  assure!  him  that  wie  do  not  intend 
to  use  Lenin  as  a bludgeon.  We  will  meet  our  comrade  with 
argument.  Taksing  the  case  of  Lenin,  it  is  quite  true  that  Lenin 
has  written  a book  entitled  “Infant  Disorders  of  Left  Wing  Com- 
munists,” and  I think  if  our  comrade,  were  to  hear  isome  of  the 
arguments  put  forward  by  some  of  ou it.  moderate  friends,  he 
might  be  tempted  to  write  another  book  on  the  disorders  of  the 
isenile  decay  elements.  Let  that  pass.  There  is  not  onie'  liin  this 
audience  to  whom  I yield  in  admiration  for  Lenin,  but,  as  we 
isaid  yestelrday,  Lenin  is  no  pope  or  god.  The  point  is  that, 
so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  on  liinternational  tactics  we  will  take 
our  international  principles  from  Moscow,  where  they  can  be 
verified  internationally;  but  on  local  circumstances,  where  we  are 
on  the  spot,  we  are  the  people  to  decide.  Not  only  iso',  but  our 
comrade  Lenin  would  not  have  us  slavishly  accept  everything 
which  hi©  utters  tin  Moscow.  The  very  warp  and  woof  of  our 
propaganda  is  criticism,  and  as  we  believe  in'  criticism  we  are 
not  above  critiqisiiing  Lenin.  Wherever:  we  find  our  comrade 
Lenin  speaking  on  points  regarding  the  Labour  Party,  we  should 
remieimber  what  our  delegates  from  the  B.S.P.  sajid  a few  weeks 
ago  in  the  “Call.”  They  hadi  to  admit  siO  fai^  as  the  Labour 
Party  and  its  sitructurie  was  concerned,  Lenin  was  a little  vague. 
No  doubt  that  lils  the  reason  why  they  are  able  tO'  quote  him 
this  morning  as  they  have  done.  Now  we  come  to  this  other 
point,  that  it  makes  no  difference  what  Lenin  saysi.  What  our 
comrades  who  are  in  favour  of  Labour  Party  affiliation  have  to 
prove  is  their  argument,  no  matter  who'  isays  it.  What  )iis  the 
position?  Capitalism  is  collapsing  in  eve;ry  one  of  its  institutions'. 
It  iis  collapsing  most  conspicuouly  in  the  parliameintary  institution,, 
and  yesterday  we  passed  a resolution  in  favour  of  parliamentary 
action ; but  not  in  the  spirit  that  our  comrade  Hodgson  would 
have  us  imply.  When  we  declared  for  parliamentary  action  yes- 
terday, thils  conference  put  behind  every  argument  in  favour  of 
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participatinig  in  parliamentary  action,  this  fact — that  we  believe 
in  parliamentary  action  for  the  express  and  decdsivie  puirpose  of 
desitructllve  and  ag-itational  work.  The  Laboiurj  Party  does  not 
believe  in  that  conceiption  of  parliamentary  action  ; the  Labour 
Party  believes^'in  parliamenitary  action  as  a constructive  weapon 
in  the  working  class  movement,  and  in  so  far  as  the  two  functions 
are  diiametrically  opposed  they  cannot  be  mixed,  and  he  who  will 
mix  them  is  going  to  put  himiself  in  the  delightful  poisition  of  the 
acrobat  who  tries  to  .stand  on  hoirses  running  in  diffenent  direc- 
tions. Not  only  are  the  two  functions  diametrically  opposed  in 
regard  toi  par^liamentary  action,  but  it  is  not  twoi  functions  only, 
it  iis  twoi  principles.  It  is  the  principle  of  the  Second  Interna- 
tional, toi  which  it  iiS  logically  affiliated,  which  (iisi  the  principle 
of  the  Labour  Party ; whereas  we  stand  on  the  otherliside  in  favour 
of  the  Third  International';  who'  use  the  parliamentary  weapon 
foixH  deist ructive  and  aglltatiional  purposies.  Hodgson  made;  a 
good  point.  He  said  that  we  have  got  tO'  understand  that  we  are 
dealing  with  an  enemy  who  is  keen,,  that  this  enemy  has  only 
twoi  miethoids  of  trying  toi  beat  u,s  down;  that  he  tries  toi  meet 
u,s  with  a brutal  frontal  attack,  which  he  dojes  not  care  to  begin 
on  just  at  once,  until  he  has  exhausted  another  method.  That 
otheir  method  is  the  method  of  compromise,  the  flank  move;ment 
or  camouflage.  Where  doi  we  stand?  We  find  that  the  British 
ruling  class  in  this  country,  above  all  classes,  has  made  its  in— 
iroads,  has  oppo'sed  every  movement  of  revoilt  in  this  country,  not 
by  a fair  frontal  attack,  but  by  the  insidious  and  sflimy  method 
of  trying  toi  get  underneath  it,  and  thereby  to  eradicate  it.  We 
have  toi  realiise  that  the  capitalist  class,  economically  living  by 
iswindling,  also  hopes  to  liitve  and  maintain  its  cllassi  rule  by 
poilitically  swindling  us.  Jeremy  Diddlers  alike  on  the  economic 
and  political  fields,  the  capitalist  class  internationally — in  every 
country  where  there  has  been  a crisisi — ^thei  position  has  been  that 
confrolnted  with  th!e  crisisi  they  did  not  first  of  all  t^rfy  toi  smash 
the  revolutionary  class,  but  trilled'  tO'  gather  the  moderate  lelements, 
toi  compromilse  with  them  and  to  throw  the'  reispoinisibillity  of  did- 
dling the  working  class  upon,  those"  eletneintis.  Thenefore  you 
find  that  in,  Russia — and  Hodgson  admitted  that  he  hoped  foir 
it  very  quiilckly  here' — when  the  crisisi  took  place  it  automatically 
produced  Kerensky,  and,  wheini  Kerensky  could  not  solve  the 
problem,  Kotrniloff.  The  same  thing  applied  in  Germany.  With 
the  crisis  Scheidiemanni  and  Noiske  wiere  ca,lled  intoi  being,  and 
behind  that  came  the  asisassinatlion  of  Roisia  Luxembourg  and 
Karl  Liebknecht.  In  France,  duiriing  the  period  of  crisis,  there 
were  brought  intoi  being  the  Albert  Thomases,  Briands,  Miller- 
ands.  We  find  the  same  thing  in  Italy.  The  miiddle  da.ss  look 
toi  thiiS  Party  which  will  mislead  the  working  claiss.  So,  in 
America,  your  Spar'gois  and  HMlquitsi  were  called  statesmien  while 
Eugene  Dehs  was  put  into*  gaol.  Come  toi  Britain.  We  find 
hieine  that  the  crisisi  is  going  to  produce  exactly  the  same  results. 
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We  can  go  back  to  1914,  and  what  was  it  that  the  capita, liisit 
class  was  afraid,  of  in,  1914  when  they  declared  their  war?  It 
was  the  working  clasis.  It  w'as  thiis  work/itng  dasis  poliitical  eixpresi- 
sion ; and  it  was  thiis  Parliamentary  Labour  Party  that  let  the 
working  class  treachelrously  down.  Our  friends  say  you  can 
easily  explain  this.  You  can  if  you  are  trained  tib  the  , subtle 
method  which  our  friendiS  revel  in,  but  the  working  class  do 
not  poisisessi  the  subtlie  method.  They  judge  us  by  the  company 
we  keep,  and  in  the  moment  of  crisis,  when  the  indiiignant  masises 
rise,  toi  sweep  the  Labour  Party  away,  we  may  bie  swept  away 
too*.  We  ishall  be  swept  away,  too;  because,  when  we  tell  the 
working  class  that  wiei  knew  this  all  the  time,  but  that  we  were 
playing  a long  game  called  tactics,  the  working  class  will  not 
underistand  those  methods  of  dissimulatiom.  The  working  class 
wiBl  say,  “If  you  knew  and  did  not  tell  us,  you  ought  to  be 
damned  thirty  times  over.”  We  find  that  in  1914,  when  the 
crisis  took  place,  it  was  the  Labour  Party  that  let  the  working 
class  down.  Even  when  they  wanted  some  slimy  individual  to 
come  along  and  diddle  the  soldiers  out  of  their  pensions,  the 
Labour  Party  produced  Mir.  John  Hodge.  That  is  why  to^  our 
friends  of  the  anti-parliamentary  group  yeisterday,  when  they  told 
us  the  fight  was  ineffectual  in  Gorton,  wie)  said;  it  was  not  i'n 
effectual  in  so  far  as  it  helped  to  expose  Hodge.  If  this  vote 
foir  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party  is  carried  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  fight  and  expose  Hodge.  We  shall  be  ti^d  down.  The 
same  thing  is  true  in  regard  to  food  control.  Food  control  has 
become  the  capitalist  class  method  of  blockading  the  working 
class  during  a strike.  When  the  South  W^^le'^  miners  exposed 
Rhondda  to  whom  did  the  capitalist  class  look?  Was  it  not 
to  J.  R.  Clyneis?  Now  we  are  at  the  point  of  .success  in  this 
country  so  far  as  building  up  a Left  Wing  revolutibnary  move- 
ment is  concerned,  we  shall  find  that  the  capitalist  class  will 
become  ever  more  intent  in  trying  to  diddle  us,  ever  moire  intent 
toi  try  and  win  us  Unto  the  Labour  Party,  in  oirder  to  try  and  dis- 
arm us.  Our  friend  tells  us  we  ought  to*  be  in  the  Labour  Party 
because,  that  is  where  the  working  class  is,  but  if  our  friend 
goes  to  anti-Socialiist  demonstrations  or  conferences,  these  claim 
to  represent  the  workiilng  class,  and  every  argument  he  can  put 
forward  to>  show  why  we'  ought  toi  be  affiliated  toi  the  Labour 
Party  can  be  applied  to  joining  the  Salvation  Army.  You  will 
find  then  that  we  have  got  tO'  build  up  our  own  organisation,  that 
we  have  got  to  siet  out  our  own  code  of  tactics,  and  that  we  have 
got  to  develop  these — ^not  that  we  shall  be  so'  much  Left  that  the 
battalions  will  be  left  behind.  What  battalions  will  be  left  be- 
hind? When  the  crisis  comes  the  battalions  toi  bet  left  behind 
will  be  thei  Labour:  Party,  and  the  further  we  are  away  from 
the  Labour  Party,  then  thei  better  for  us.  Comrade  Hodgson, 
in  the  argument  he  was  putting  forward  wasi  impelled  toi  say, 
despite  himself,  the  way  the  fight  can  be  fought  by  us,  when  he 
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imadvielrtantly  admitted  that  it  was  in  the  workshop  ; and,  althoug-h 
we  believe  in  parliamentary  actioni,  we  have  shown  that  its  func- 
tion i,s  of  a desitmctive  character,  and,  liff  you  like,  we  can  point 
out  when  the  crisis  comes,  and  the  Labour  Party  is  exposed,  and 
the  vortex  of  revolution,  instead  of  sweeping  us  into  the  Labour 
Party  and  downing  us — at  that  moment  we  can  tell  the  working 
class  we  weirei  opposed  to  these  people,  and  that  in  every  demand 
for  higher  wage's  we  were  in  every  one  of  these  struggles.  There- 
fore the  working  class  will  be  compelled  to  look  to  us,  and  will 
come  our!  way,  because  they  will  see  that  right  through  all  the 
struggles  we  were  the  people  who  istood  with  thie  weapon  clean 
in  our  hand  in  the  Communist  Party,  and  refused  to  violate 
fundamental  jpirinciples  by  joining  the  Labour  Party  and  indirectly 
joining  the'  Second  International.  In  this  fight  our  friends  may 
imagine,  if  this  demand  is  carried,  to  attract  certain  elements 
to  the  Communist  Party.  But  we  tell  you  that  the  elements 
attraced  by  passing  the  Labour  Party  affiliation  clause  will  repel 
the  people  we  want.  The  Communist  Party,  now,  let  it  begin 
clean.  Let  ii(t  rise  up  istlrong.  We  have  realised  during  thie  past 
that  all  the  great  vigour  and  enthusiasm;  of  our  moviement  has 
been  throittled  by  compromise.  Let  us  throttle  that  spirit  now. 
Let  us  build  up  the  Communist  Party  and  carry  on  its  own  work, 
merged  in  all  thie  struggles  of  the  massels.  In  that  way  we  can 
reach  the  working  class — ^but  not  by  hauling  our  colours  down 
and  joiining  hapds  with  Thomas  and  Coy.  who'  will  ultimately 
betray  us. 

Thie  Conference  adjourned  for  lunch.  On  retuirning,  it  first 
occupied  itself  with  some  questions  as  to  the  order  of  procedure, 
limiting  the  number  of  ispeakers  on  each  side,  etc.  The  Chairman 
stated  that  there  could  not  be  any  nevr  arguments  brought  forward 
at  the  Convention,  but  new  elements  were  present,  and  it  was 
desilrable  that  every  delegate  should  feel  that  the  subject  had 
been  thorbughly  debated.  Hie  proposed  to  throw  the  matter  open 
for  general  discussion  and  get  a definite  decision  as  toi  whether 
the  Convention  was  in  favour  of  affiliation  oif  any  sort;  after 
which  amendments  would  be  in  order  so  that  they  might  find 
out  how  far  they  would  affiliate. 

George  Deer  (B.S.P.,  Rawtenstall)  said  he  supported  affilia- 
tion. Comrade  Paul  had  stated  that  when  the  Labour!  Party  with 
its  constructivei  programme,  as  against  , our  desitiructive  pro- 
gramme, was  swept  aside,  we  should  be  , swept  aside  with  it  and 
the  woirkilng  class  would  say,  “You  who  did  not  tell  us  when  you 
knew,  are  doubly  or  trebly  damned.”  But  he  (Deieir)  wanted 
to  suggest  to  the  Conference  that  the  only  possible  chance  we 
had  of  showiing  the  woHkerls  that  our  viewpoint  was  different 
from  that  of  the  Labour  Party  was  by  remaining  inside  and 
fighting  them  upon  their*  own  battle  ground.  Mr.  Jas.  Sexton 
had  made  this  comment  at  Scarborough  at  few  weeks  ago' : “Here 
is  the  B.S.P.,  with  ten  thousand  alleged  members,  paying  ;^*5o 
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a yeain  affiliation  fees.  They  monopolise  the  Co*nifereinoe;,  get 
five  spKiaker's  on  the  finst  day,  demand  a bloody  nevolution  and 
Jim  Thomas’iS  head'  upon  a charger,  and  then  foist  Ma'lone  upon 
us.  What  the  hell  do  they  want  foir  fifty  quid?”  If  there  was 
any  case  for  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party^  out  O'f  thiCf  mouth 
of  Sexton  we  had  that  case.  We  knew  our  easel  and  could 
state  it,  and  he  (the  ispeaker)  emphatically  denied  that  there  was 
any  pO'Ssibility  of  our  being  mistaken  as  being  either  of  them 
or  with  them.  When  thie  cty  was  raised  in  Ruissia  of  “All  power 
to(  the  Soviets,”  what  happened?  Lenin  wanted  to  get  power 
out  of  the  existing  organisations,  and  his  fight  was  with  the 
reactionists  who  were  inside  tho^se  organisations.  Our  fight  was 
with  the  same  kind  of  people  here,  and  toi  leave  the  workers  to 
be  gullied  with  the  clap-trap  of  Clynes,  oir  the  tomfoolery  of 
Thomas  was  simply  playing  li'nto  their  hands.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  people  most  interiested  in  the  present  debatel  were  those 
who  controlled  thei  caucus  at  the  Labour  Party  office.  If  we 
wanted  to  giviei  the  reactionists  joy  we  should  leave  them.  After 
we  had  gone  they  would  say,  “Thank  God  we  have  got  rid  of 
that  element;  now  we  will  have  quiet,  peaceable  and  happy 
times.”  Another  point  was  that  if  we  left  the  Labour  Party 
there  was  great  danger  of  people  who  did  not  take  our  view- 
point posing  as  the  Left  Wing  within  the  Labour  Party.  It  had 
only  been  our  attitude  at  Scarborough  that  had  unmasked  the! 
MacDonalds,  Hills  and  the  rest  who  were  posing  as  the  Left 
Wing.  It  would  interest  those  present  to  know  that  while  diiey 
accepted  John  Hill  as  Vice-President  of  the  Hands  Off  Russia 
Committee,  and  agreed  with  him  over  industrial  action  so  far 
as  Russia  was  concerned,  in  negotiations  on  the  standing  orders 
of  the  Labour  Party  Conference  no  man  had  tried  to  sabotage 
us  more  than  hei.  We  had  to  remain  with  these  people  in  order 
to  fight  them.  Cominade  Paul  had  made  a statement  that  to  talk 
of  going  to  the  Labour  Party  because  they  represented  the  work- 
ing class  was  on  a line  with  talking  of  going  to  the!  Salvation 
Army.  But  if  we  could  not  force  our  way,  or  dominate  the 
position,  with  the  people  who  saw  that  something  was  wrong 
wtith  the  existing  social  order,  whom  were  we  going  to  influence? 
The  millionis  of  votes  cast  foir  the  Labour  Parky  at  the  last 
General  Election  were  votes  given  mainly  by  people  who  were 
dissatilsfied,  but  did  not  quite  know  what  they  wanted.  These 
were  the  people  wiei  had  to  show  the  way  to;  if  we  could  not 
win  them  we  could  not  win  anyone.  We  should  retain  our 
Communist  identity  inside  the  Labour  Party,  but  what  we  should 
do  would  be  this : Inscribed  on  the  Soviet  banner  were  a sickle 
and  a hammer  as  symbols  of  the  involution.  Let  us  see  that 
we  unceasingly  cajrried  out  our  task,  until  such  time  as  the 
Labour  Party  became  a Labour  Party  with  a Communist  mind — 
and  this  could  be  doniei,  for  what  we  said  to-day  our  Labour 
leaders  would  have  to  say  to- morrow — and  inscribed  on  the  La- 
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bolur  Party  banner  weire  the  sickle  and  the  hammer  of  the  Com- 
munisit  mov  erne  nit. 

C.  L.  Gibbons  {Ferndalei  S.S.)  opposed  affiliation,  to  the  LabOnr 
Party,  sayings  that  the  speech  just  made  had  given  him  plenty 
of  materia']  to  back  up  his  case.  One  thing  which  wasi  evident 
from  that  speech  was  that  i!ts  maker  believed  the  Labour)  Party 
could  do  constructive  work;  that  was  the  belief  of  those  who 
yesterday  hadi  Siuppotrted  political  action.  But  wie  knew  that 
it  could  not  do*  constructiA^e  work,  and  that  our  onei  ambition 
as  active  Labourists  and  Communists  was  to  show  the  workers 
that  it  could  not  doi  active  constructive  work.  What  had  been 
our)  success  up  till  now  in  that  direction?  He  would  give  his 
own  experience  in  his  own  locality.  Theire  the  Labour  Party 
was  in  power ; it  was  not  fighting  for  power  but  had  a big  major- 
ity on  the  District  Council.  It  was  discrediting  itself  every  day, 
and  if  it  was  a Communiist  District  Council  it  would  discredit 
itself  even  moire.  What  was  happening?  Every  section,  of  the 
working  class  at  Rhondda,  after  working  for  the  muncipality, 
had  been  on  strike,  against  it  during  the  last  twelve  months.  That 
fact  had  done  more  tO'  discredit  the  Labour  Party  in  the  eyes 
of  the  workers  of  Rhondda  than  anything  we  could  doi  either! 
inside  or  outside.  Even  people  who^  were  not  Coimmunists  were 
saying  therei  wasi  nothing  ib  the,  Labour  control  of  municipalities. 
Were  delegates  from  that  district  tO'  gO'  back  and  say  to  such 
people,  “Having  reached  this  point  by  your  own  observation, 
now  trfy  and  believe  there  is  solmething  in  it”?  It  could  not 
be  done  ; they  dare  not.  In  his  own  lodge  there  weire  three  dis- 
trict Councillors,  twoi  members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  and 
twoi  J.P.’s.  One  had  resigned  because  he  refused  toi  catry 
out  his  mandate;  another  had  refused  toi  cariry  out  his  mandate 
but  had  remained  in  office.  Some  of  the  elected  mielmbers  sa,w 
that  everything  they  did  had  toi  be  reactionary  in  order  to  main- 
tain their  posiitiOn,  others  were  beginning  toi  shake  in  their  shoes 
because  theiir:  pay  was  being  stopped  in  conisequeince  of  their  not 
being  able  to^  do^  what  they  werfe  told  toi  db,  Communiists  in  the 
Rhondda  had  been  telling  the  people  all  along,  “If  you  gO'  in 
and  get  control  of  the  municipal  and  parliamentary  machinery 
nothiing  will  come  of  it,  eixcept  that  you  will  discredit  your  own 
case,”  and  he  and  other  delegates  from  that  district  dare  not  go 
back  and  teW  the  people  there  tO'  go^  into  the  Labour  Party.  He 
askiedi  the  delegates  to  look  at  the  que'stion  firomi  that  point  of 
view,  not  what  would  it  entail  in  a general  sense  but  what  would 
it  entail  upon  them  toi-morrow.  They  would  go  back  and  have 
toi  take  part  in  the  whole  of  the  Labour  Party  action  if  we 
became  affiliated  to  that  Party.  The  Labour  Party  might  perform 
the  miracle  of  accepting  Communist  candidates,  but  it  would  not 
accept  all  Communist  candidates,  and  they  would  be  pledged  to 
, support  every  candidiate  put  fonwand  by  the  Labour  Party.  If 
they  did  not  thiey  would  be  kicked  outside  that  Party ; if  they 
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did  they  oug-ht  tO'  be'  kicked  outside  the  Conimuniisit  Party.  Dele- 
gates from  the  Rhondda  dare  not  go  back  and  tell  the  people 
thene)  to  continue  toi  support  what  was  already  dascredited,  and 
everybody  ellse  at  thei  Conference  woulld  find  hiim-self  in  that 
poisition.  The  Labour  Parity  had  not  got  powef  liin  isome  districts, 
in  others  it  had ; whereveir  it  got  power  it  would  become  dis- 
credited, and  the  best  thing  for  u,s.  was  to  recog-niilsie  that  fac^^ 
before  attempting  toi  get  control  unddri  ciilcum stances  where  so 
doing  would  only  discredit  our  case. 

F.  L.  Kerran  (B.S.P.,  Central  London)  .said  he  thoiught  the 
last  speaker  had  given  really  the  best  towards  guiding  us  tO'  the 
right  conclusion  ; he  had  given  an  excellent  description  of  what 
was  goiing  to  be  the  future  of  the  political  Labour!  Party  in  this 
country.  He  had  deiscribed  tO'  us  what  had  happened  in 
Rhondda.  He  had  told  us  that  the  Labour  Party  there  had 
actually  got  the  majority,  and  had  failed  in  their  local  Council, 
and;  that  that  Labour  Council  had  become  thoroughly  discredited. 
What  was  going  to-  be  the  iresult  of  that?  When,  the  workers 
found  out  that  the  Labour  Party  was  no  damned  good  tof  them, 
they  would  then  overthrow  the  Labour  Party.  But  it  was  our 
business  first  of  a'tl  toi  help  the  Labour  Party  get  iintoi  office,  and 
then,  when  they  had  got  into  office,  our  first  act  was  to  kick 
them  out.  When  all  was  said  and  done  wei  were  ileally  wasting 
our  time  in  discussing  this  subject.  We  were  diiscussing  tactics, 
but  what  have  we  to  do  wifh  tactics?  In  so  far  as  we  were  con- 
cerned, we  were  a few  individuals  trying  to  form  a general  staff 
without  an  army.  Our  work  in  the:  future  was  toi  go  on  edu- 
cating enough  people'  to  agree!  with  us.  When  we  have  enough  of 
the  men  behind  us  we  would  consider  tactics.  Comrade  Paul  said 
that  the  irevolution  was  comihg  soo-n.  He  (Kerran)  sincerely 
hoped  it  was  not;  if  we  were  going  to  be  the  people  to  guide 
the  revoiIutio'U  in  the  strength  we  were  to-day  it  was  a very  bad 
look  out  for  us.  Our  frie'nd  told  us  that  he  favoured  parlia- 
mentary action.  If  he  favours  parliamentary  action,  hie  must  mean 
that  when  he  runs  a man  for  Parliament  he  means  that  man  to 
get  in..  To  get  in  he  must  get  votes.  Surely  the  Labour  Party 
were  the  type  of  people  that  h|ei  should  appeal  to*  in,  ordeid  tO'  get 
those  votes.  If  the  Labour  Party  got  a majority  they  would 
not  be  able  to  run  the  industries  of  the  country  from  Whitehall 
togetheln  with  the  present  governmental  machinery.  They  would 
have  to  adopt  some  kilnd  of  councill  systiem.  Th!is  seemed  so 
plain  to  him  that  he  could  not  understand  how  anybody  could 
think  otherwise.  ^ 

W.  Mellor  asked  those  delegates  who  had  not  come  with 
mandates  that  could  not  be  broken  again  to  look  at  this  question 
without  any  heat,  to'  look  at  it  from  the  point  of  vi|e!w  cf  exped- 
.lency.  We  were  not  a collection  of  Machiavellis.  We  were 
a collection  of  people,  who'  disiliked  the  Labour  Pairty,  and 
had  very  grave  doubts  as  to  whether  modern  trade  unionism 
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was  the  thing-  we  weine  particularly  keen  upon.  But  we  were 
inside  the  capitalist  system,  inside  every  manitfestation  of  that 
•system,  and  one  of  those  manifestations  was  Parliamenit.  The 
Labour  Party — meaning  , thereby  not  the  Parliamentary  Labour 
Party,  but  the  federation  of  trade  unions.  Socialist  societies, 
local  Labour  parties  and  co»-operative  societies — was  a manifiesta- 
tion  of  the  desilne  of  the  working  class  to  take  advantage  of  the 
parliamentary  system.  It  was  a collection  of  the  various  aspects 
of  the  Labour  movement  on  tilts  industrial  or  consuming  side, 
coming  together  to  exprelss  in  a political  view  certain  desires 
and  aspirations.  Thiei  desires  and  aspirations  of  the  present 
Labouir  movement  were  something  of  which  he  had  nothing  to 
say,  they  were  miles  behind  the  things  that  we  were  aiming 
at;  but  they  were  the  things  for  which  the  workers  of  this 
country  were  askibg.  We  had  to  recognise  ithat  the  revolution 
would  not  come  unless  we*  could  get  assent  not  to  oun  principles, 
but  to  otur  tactics  from  the  organised  workers;  that  to  be  success- 
ful in  our  efforts  to  change  society  we  must  be  in  strategic  pos- 
itions. Thoise  positions  were  to  bei  found  'inside  the  pit,  inside 
the  railway  station  and  railway  car,  and  also  inside  the  places 
where  those  men  alongside  whom  we  worked  tried  to  express 
their  political  aspirations.  He  had  no  defence  for  the  Labour 
Party,  and  nothing  to  say  foirl  motst  of  its  leaders,  as  they  were 
called.  But  if  we  as  a Cbmmuniist  Party,  beginning  our  career, 
cut  ourselves  off  from  the  political  expression  of  the  labour  move- 
ment of  this  country,  without  having  examined  whether  the  time 
had  arrived  to  do  so,  we  should  rue  the  step.  Ha  did  not  say 
the  time  would  not  come  when  it  would  be  necessary  to  cut  our- 
selves O'ff ; but  at  present  we  were  a few  thoiu sands  among  45 
million  people,  looking  for  platfo'rms,  places  where  we  could 
make  a moviei  and  exert  an  'influence,  somewhere  where  we  could 
get  underground,  and,  as  the  delegate  had  said  yesterday,  “shift 
the  stone.”  Those  places  were  given  in  thei  present  organisation 
of  Labour.  Our  job  was  not  to  defend  the  Rhondda  Labour 
members,  but  to  point  out  to  the  working  dIass  in  Rho'ndda 
that  this  was  the  soirt  of  thing  they  were  getting  and  were  going 
to  get.  Equally  our  job  was  to  see  that  any  strategic  position 
that  was  going  was  ours  and  that  we  were  on  thei  spot  to  get 
hold  of  it.  Take  those  wonderful  congresses  that  met  at  intervals, 
known  as  special  trade  union  congresses.  They  did  nothing. 
The  Labour  Party  conferences  passed  resolutions  but  did  no- 
thing. But  every  time  one  of  these,  congresses  met  it  got  together 
a number  of  people  on  whom  we  could  play,  and  our  business 
as  a Communist:  Party  was  to  get  inside  and  play  hell.  But 
vee  should  play  hell  properly ; not  by  waving  a red  flag,  but  by 
analysing  and  criticising  the  attitude  of  the  people  who  were 
trying  to  lead.  We  should  play  hell  in  such  a way  that  our 
words  must  go  home,  not  in  such  a way  that  they  would  be 
laughedi  out  of  court.  We  must  use  every  instrument  there 
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is.  Woiild  anyoine)  here  suggest  that  we  should  not  take  advaa- 
tage  oif  a wage  stwike  if  a wage  strike  comes?  Would  anyone 
here  suggest  we  should  not  take  advantage  of  any  refoirmist 
movement  inside  the  working  class  and  use  it  for  our  own  ends? 
Or  that  we  should  cut  ourselves  adrift  as  individuals  from  the 
trade  union  movement  tO'  which  w^e  belong?  He  did  not  think 
there  was.  If  you  agreed  that  we  have  got  toi  work  th|rough 
the  industrial  organisation,  we  must  take  that  libdustrial  organ- 
isation as  we  found  it;  and  it  had  got  two-  sides.  It  had  its 
industrial  side  and  it  had  ks  political  side.  Both  those  sides 
could  be  used  by  us,  and,  unless  we  were  here  to  use  everything 
given  us,  unless  we  were  here  to  take  chances  that  other  people 
do  not  see,  we  should  not  have  a Communist  Party  at  all.  We 
should  go  away,  become  a disgruntled  people  standing  on  orange 
boxes  and  talking  of  revolution.  Our  job  as  a Communist  Party 
was  to  get  that  rlevolution.  The  material  we  have  got,  we  know 
ilt;  we  have  worked;  adongsidte  of  it,  meet  it  in  “pubs,”  meet  it 
in  chapel  sometimes  some  of  us.  But  we  met  it  and  know 
what  it  is,  and  we  could  not  afford  at  the  very  beginning  and 
creation  of  a revolutionairy  party  in  this  country  to-  lose  the 
chance  of  taking  advantage  of  every  machinel  that  the  Labour 
movement  had  created. 

G.  Roberts  said  that  for'  tw,e!lve  years  he  had  been  a most 
active  opponent  of  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party,  at  the  period 
when  it  was  most  unpopular  to  advocate  separation  from  it.  He 
had  had  the  unenviable  reputation  of  opposing  the  godheads 
of  thie  Social  Democratic  Party,  and  been  threatened  with  expul- 
sion because  of  his  views.  He  stiM  believed  that  at  that  time 
he  was  right.  He  believed  that  so  long  as  the  Socialiist  move- 
ment had  reflected  itself  purely  and  simply  as  an  educational 
institution,  a huge  national  debating  society,  he  had  been  right 
lb  opposing  Labour  Party  affiliation.  Much  water  had  flowed 
beneath  the  bridges  since  that  time;  he  now  believed  that  we 
were  on  the  verge  of  a revolutionary  situation,  and  he  realised 
that  thiCi  people  who  would  be  instrumental  in  the  first  instance 
in  bringing  about  a revolutionary  situation  wer(e  those  people 
who  attended  football  matches,  race  meetings,  picture  palaces 
and  theatres;  and  who  did  not  give  one  moment’, s thought  to 
the  problems  facing  them  either  at  the  moment  oir  in  the  future. 
Because  of  the  almoist  sub-conscious  urge  of  the  hieterogeneous 
mass  that  we\had  to  deal  with,  he  believed  we  must  be  part  and 
parcel  of  the  working  class  iiitself.  Comrade)  Paul  had  said  that 
if  we  were  to  go  where  the  working  class  were  we  might  find 
them  in  the  Salvation  Army  or  the  anti-Socialist  Union.  But 
the  policy  of  those  organisations  was  not  dictated  by  the  organ- 
ised industrial  working  class;  and  the  reason  why  we  depended 
on  the  organised  workers,  and  did  not  trouble  about  the  hetero- 
genieious  mass  that  was  unorganised,  was  because  through  the 
organisation  industriiafly  of  the  working  class  we  could  get  a 
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decisive  expresision,  officially  of  the  ideas  of  thoisie  wqrkers  who 
had  been  forced  to|  org-anise  as  a consequence  of  the  encroachment 
of  the  capitalisit  system  om  their  means  of  existence.  As  a 
pnopagandiist  he  could  denounce  Clyneis,  Thomas  and  others  at 
thie  street  corner;  but  affiliated  ^ to  the  Labour  Party  he  could 
den  ounce  them  face  to  face  and  in  the  place  where  they  had 
influence. 

F.  Barber  (B.S.P.,  Southwark)  opposed  affiliation  tO'  the  La- 
bour Party  from  personal  experience  of  the  Labour  Party.  He 
and  other  members  of  the  Southwark  B.S.P.,  as  it  was  then, 
stood  as  Laborer  candidates  at  the  last  Borough  Council  ejection. 
They  got  in  and  were  by  this  time  disgusted  absolutely  by  the 
policy  and  action  of  thia  Labour  Party.  That  was  a fact.  The 
leader  of  the  local  Labour  Party  was  at  one  time  a member  of 
the  B.S.P.  Further  than  that,  he  claims  still  to  be  a revolutionary 
Socialist.  But  he  was  a freemason  and  he  had  alsO'  influienced 
other  members  of  the  Labour  and  Socialist  Partiies  on  that  Council 
to  become  freeimaisoms.  He  (the  speaker)  put  it  to  the  delegates 
that  the  frfeemasions  were  not  a revolutionary  section.  He 
believed,  the  same  as  the  majority  of  the  delegates  here,  in  using 
the  industrial  weapon  to  bring  about  the  emancipation  of  thc' 
workers,  but,  at  thei  same  time,  we  must  (recognise  that  when 
the  workers  are  out  for  an  increase,  or  toi  better  their  conditions, 
their  request  shiOluld  be  to  a certain  extent  respected ; and  when 
we  have  mien  whoi  weire  in  the  employ  of  a Council  where  the 
Labour  Parity  was  in  the  majority,  having  to  threaten  a strike 
before  they  got  their  way,  it  makes  them  sick  of  the  Labour 
Party  to  a certain  extent.  For  these  reasons:  he  was  utterly 
opposed  toi  the  Labour  Painty  and  affiliation  with  the  same. 

W.  P.  Coates  (B.S.P.,  Leeds)  supported  affiliation  with  the 
Labour  Party.  He  said  he  did  so  for)  many  reasons,  but  first 
because  of  the  experience  of  the  Irish  Labour  movement.  Prior 
to  becoming  an  organiser  for  the  B.S.P.  he  had  been  for  a few 
year's  a district  organiser  of  the  Lrish  Transport  Woirkers* 
Union.  In  1907  the  Irish  Trade  Union  Congress  had  been  even 
more  reactionary  than  the  English  Trade  Union  Congress,  but 
in  1908  Connelly  had  been,  brought  back  from  America.  When 
he  came  back  one  of  the  things  he  said  in  Dubliin  tO'  O’Brien 
andi  the  othelris  was,  “Men,  I made  a miiistake  in.  the  past  when 
eindeavouring  to  build  up  a Socialist  Party  in  Ireland  outside 
the,  existing  working  class  movement”  ; and  it  was  Connolly 
who,  two  years  later,  moved  at  the  Irish  Trade  Union  Congress 
that  that  Congress  should  form  a Labour  Party,  not  a Socialist 
Party.  Ini  1911  that  Party  had  been  formed,  and  the  men  who 
composed  the  first  Executive  were  thorough-going  reaction.iists 
in  the  majority  of  cases;  but  our  people  had  set  toi  work,  inside 
that  Labour'  Party,  toi  get  rid  of  those  men.  When  war  broke 
out  in  thisi  country,  when,  the  strategicall  posit;ion,s  had  not 
been  captured  by  the’  Left  Wing,  the  Labour  Party  went  on 
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the  recruiting-  platfoirmi.  Precisiely  the  same  request  was  made  to 
the  Irish  Labour  leaders,  toi  g-oi  ou  the  recruiting-  platfoirm,  and 
the  older  mem,  the  reactionaries!,  would  have  suppoirted  Redmond 
and  Dillon,  liln  the  recruiting  camjpaign,  were  it  not  for  the  fact 
that  twelve  months  previously  our  people  had  captured  mo'St  of 
those  positions'.  He  believed  that  what  had  been  dome  in  Ireland 
could  be  done  here. 

G.  Deacon  (Unoifficial  Communist  Group  within  the  “Herald*’ 
League: — Noirthiern  Division)  said  he  opposed  affiliation.  A little 
statement  had  been  made  during  the  course  of  the  discussion, 
and  had  been  passed  over  lightly,  but  neverthieless  had  some 
bearing  on  the  attitude  of  dellegates  or  the  branches  that  had 
sent  them.  Hje'  (referred  to*  the  suggestion  that  had  been  made 
that  one  advantage  in  affiliating  tO‘  the  Labour  Party  was  that 
votes  would  accrue  therefrom.  He  had  a susipibion  that  this  con- 
siideration  loomed  far  more  largely  than  it  should  diO'  in  the  dis- 
cussion; but  that  sort  of  thing  was  toO'  petty  toi  enlarge  upon. 
He  hiOpedi  the  Com,munist  Party  in  deciding,  as  they  had  done 
yesterday,  to:  engage  in  parjiame,ntary  action,  would  have  the 
propaganda  idea  first  in  mind,  not  that  of  the  vote.  Many  present 
had  come  toi  the  Convention  having  made  up  their  minds  or 
having  had  their  minds  made  up  for  them  by  the  brancheiS,  and 
he  had  come  definitely  opposied  toi  the  Labour  Party.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  despite  the  central  organisation  being  affiliated 
the  br(anch  he  represientied  had  allways  been  against  it.  Neverther- 
lesis,  he  had  endeavoured,  toi  see  what  arguments  there  were  that 
might  change  his  mind,  if  not  his  vote,  and  he  had  noticed  that 
there  was,  as  he  thought,  a misconception  as  betwieen  affiliation 
to  the  Labour  Party  nationally  and  using  the  material  within  the 
Labouir  Party.  It  sieemed  to:  him  that  men  whom  he  had  credited 
with  keen  intellects,  had  glosised  over  that  point  without  seeing 
it,  but  he  contended  that  it  was  not  a subtle  poiint  merely  for 
dbetorioilans;  there  was  an  important  d.ifferenoe.  He  firmly 
believed  that  -wie  need  not  affiliate  to  the  Labour  Party,  but  could 
make  use  of  the  material  presented,  and  he  hoped  we  were  going 
toi  do'  that.  It  had’  been  said  that  affiliation  tOi  the  Labouir  Party 
did  not  necesisarily  mean  that  we  identified  ourselves  with  the 
Labour  Party,  but  he  denied  that;  we  could  not  a,ffiliate  tO'  the 
Labour  Party  nationally  without  the  bulk  of  the)  working  class' 
thinking  we  were  with  the  Labour  Party — and  we  were  not  with 
it.  Further,  he  believed  that  we  should  have  tO'  make  up,  our' 
minds  that  siooneir)  or  later  the  gulf  would  be  wider  between  us; 
even  in  a few  months  time  we  miight  have  toi  sever  ourselves. 
He  said:  Doi  it  now;  take  courage  in  both  hands;  say  that  we 
are  different.  He  believed  that  every  man  and  woman  oresent 
believed  the  Communist  Party  toi  be  different  from  the  Labour 
Party.  He  had  put  in  an  amendmnet,  and,  if  the  decisibn  was 
against  affiliatioin,  fi'e  hoped  tO'  move!  that  amendment  later  on ; 
because  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  was  against  affiliation  toi  the 
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'Labouki  Party  was  because,  he  believed  we  had  not  mterely  the 
two  a!lteimativeis  presented  on  the  agfenda. 

F.  Willis  (B.S.P. , Wiilleisden)  said  he  could  assur^ei  Deacon  that 
the  Communist  Party,  whether  affiliated  to  the  Labour  Party  or 
not,  was  and  would  be  a diifer)ent  party  from  the  Labour  Party. 
In  this  connection,  another  misapprehension  had  occurred  in 
the  speechi  of  one  of  the  delegates,  whoi  had  pointed  out  that 
the  Labour  Party  believed  in  constrKictive  action  under  ' cap- 
italism whlereas  the  Communist  Party  believed  in  destructive 
action.  That  was  the  point.  We  knew  that  the  Labour  Party 
believed  in  constructive  action,  and  so  did  the  great  mass  of 
the  organised  working  class  who  supported  it ; but  he  contended 
that,  although  th,e  Labour  Party’s  action  might  bei  on  construc- 
tive lines,  the;  activity  of  the  Communist  Party  inside  the  Labour 
Party  might  be  destiructive.  It  might  be  just  as  destructive  as 
the  B.S.P.  had  been,  andi  he  contended  that  throughout  its 
affiliation  toi  the  Labour  Parity  the  B.S.P.  had  been 
destructive  in  all  ilts  tactics.  Let  them  examine  the  matter 
as  dispassionatdly  as  they  could.  The'  trade  union  movement 
had  grown  up  in  this  country  as  the  industrial  expression  of  the 
working  class  movement.  Afterwards  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary to  have  a political  expriessiion  of  the  working  class  move- 
ment in  this  countrly^  and  out  of  the  trade  union  movement 
had  growni  the  Labour  Party  as  the  political  expression  of  that 
backward,  reactionary  and  stupid  mass  upon  which  we  had  to 
work.  He  rtemembered  the  time  in  the  Socialist  movement  when 
discusisiions  quite  as  vehement  as  these  on  affiliation,  to  the  Labour 
Pajrty  took  place  on  the  question  as  to^  whether  it  was  the  busi- 
ness of  Socialists  to  jolln,  the  tradiei  unions;  and  when  exactly  the 
same  arguments  were  advanced  against  Socialists  becoming  mem- 
bers of  trade  unions  as  were  now'  advanced  against  the  Com- 
munist Party  becoming  affiliated  to  the  Labour  Party.  In  those 
days  it  used  to  b^  said,  and  said  truly,  that  the  tirade  union  was 
the  expression  of  an  institution  that  had  grown  up  out  of  cap- 
italism, that  all  the  tradie  unions  were  after  was  am  increase  of 
wages  and  a decrease  of  hours;  and  that  was  true  to'-day.  But 
what  was  loist  sight  of  by  those  whot  spoke  thus  was  the  fact 
that  these'  same  trade  unions  were  thie  institutions  that  had  grown 
up  out  of  thie  class  struggle  toi  voice  the  demands  of  the  workers. 
Just  as  the  trade  unions  had  grown  up  so  had  the  Labour  Party. 
Hie)  wanted  tO'  bring  to*  the  notice  of  the  Convention  the  Marxian 
practice.  About  1864  Marx  had  come  to  this  country  to^  influence 
the  working  class  here,  and  had  endeavoured  to  get  a point  of 
contact  with  the  working  class.  He  did  not  gO'  toi  the  people 
oonvineed  of  hi.s  own  views,  but  to'  George  Odgejn,  Benjamin 
Lucraft  and  Robert  Applegarthl — all  of  them  as  British  and  as 
reactionaiiy  as  Thomas  or  Clynes  or  any  that  could  be  named. 
Why  had  Marx  wOrkeid  with  them.?  Because  he  knew  that  he 
had  to  get  into  contact  with  every  organisation  and  'institution 
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that  grew  up  out  of  the  working  class.  This  was  the  final  argu- 
ment from  Marxian  practice  and  was  all  in  favour  of  affiliation. 

H.  Webb  isaid  an  important  point  had  been  made  that  the 
Bolshevik  contact  at  the  time  of  the  Menshevik  majority  was 
identical  with  the  prioposed  point  of  contact  by  affiliation  with 
the  Labour  Party.  But  he  denied  that  there  was  any  analogy; 
for  the  very  simple  reason  that  the  Soviet  was  an  oirganiisation 
that  was  bound  to  be  in  all  countries  the  governmental  machine, 
whereas  the  Labour  Party  was  an  organisation  and  an  institution 
that  was  bound  to  be  destroyed.  There  was  a vital  difference 
there.  With  regard  to  the  statement  made  by  Comrade  Mellor, 
that  here  we  had  institutions  manifested  within  capitaliist  society,, 
and  that  we  must  bore  within  all  those  institutions,  it  was  not  so 
much  a quiestion  oif  boring;  the  point  at  issue  was  the  point  of 
contact.  The  capitalist  ajrmed  forces  were  a manifestation  so 
far  as  an  institution  was  concerned  within  capitalist  society,  but 
would  it  be  said  that  we  should  bring  about  a point  of  contact 
by  affiliation  with  a capitalist  army?  We  had  to  take  into 
account  that  historical  forces  disintegrated  institutions,  and  those 
forces,  after  disintegrating  institutions  brought  about  a gravita- 
tion of  disintegrated  forces  towards  the  organisation  that  was 
going  tO'  be  the  guide  for  the  revolutionary  workers.  Another 
point  tO'  be  touched  upon  was  that  it  was  not  sO'  much  a question 
of  the  numerical  strength  of  the  individuals  that  formed  an  insti- 
tution; the  point  was  as  toi  the  characte^'  of  the  wieapons  they 
wielded — ^their  hilstoinic  value  and  the  function  they  had  tO'  per- 
form. With  regard  tO'  affiliation  tO'  the  Labour  Party  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Second  and  Third  Internationalsi,  Thomas 
had  declared  on  October  5th,  last  year,  that  when  it  was  a 
questilon  of  a Soviet  war,  the  onet  thing  moire  important  than 
another  was  not  the  victory  but  an  honourable  settlement  for 
both  sides.  Imagine  a Communist  goiing  down  tO'  the  revoilution- 
ary  nucleus  in  the  workshop  and  saying,  “You  must  assist  this 
particular  element  to  get  hold  of  the:  governmental  machinery, 
so  that  they  may  be  a shield  for  the  capitalist  class;  just  as 
Tserete1*ij,  Tchieirnoff  and  the  rest  of  them  weire  in,  the  early  period 
of  the  revolution  in  Russia.”  It  was  not  essential  to'  be)  con- 
nected with  the  Labour  Party  in,  order  tO'  develop  a point  of  con- 
tact with  the  working  class;  the  I-.abour  Party  was  not  the 
working  class  political  expression.  It  was  a woriking  class 
institution  with  a definite  function  to  perform,  wedded  tO'  par- 
liamentarism and  reaction;  coniselquently  we  must  keep  ourselves 
clear  of  it,  and,  when  the  disintegration  came,  when  the  British 
Labour  Party  had  used  the  effete  machinery  of  Parliament — 
which  it  would  eventually  do* — we  should,  as  a clean  Communist 
Party  attract  those  elements  to  a policy  not  of  smashing  institu- 
tions, but  of  ignolring  thoise  that  had  become  historically  effete. 

R.  Page  Arnott  (Guild:  Communist  Group)  said  the  answer  to 
Webb’s  point  about  affiliation  to  a capitalist  army  was  perfecth^- 
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obvious;  in  countries  where  ther'e  had  been  conscription  for 
years-— Russila  and  eilsiewhere — iit  was  the  conscripts  in  the  cap- 
italist army  that  had  brought  it  crashing  down.  The  question 
of  affiliation  toi  the  Labour  Party  was  not  nearly  soi  important 
as  that  of  our  activity  in  the  woinkshops,  our  industrial  activity 
in  building  up  a working  class  organisation  at  the  point  of  pro- 
duction. But  though  not  sioi  important  it  was  a point  toi  be  con- 
sidered cairiefully,  and  with  a full  se^se  of  what  the  actualities 
were.  It  had  been  suggested  in  the  debate  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  be  inside  the  Labour  Party.  Karl  Lieb- 
knecht  had  remiained  for  years  inside  the  German  Social-Demo- 
cratic Party — a Party  far  worse  in  many  ways  than  our  Labour 
Party  and  with  a discipline:  much  stronger.  But  would  anyone 
contend  that  hiis  poisiition  was  not  understood?  Everyone  knew 
that  Liebknecht  stood  apart  from  Scheidieimann,  and  as  far  back 
as  1903  everyone  knew  what  Liebknecht ’s  attitude  would  be  in 
the  war.  We  must  not  confuse  the  British  Labour  Party  with 
continental  parties.  Where  they  are  clotse  it  is  looisei,  where  they 
have  a definite  neactibnary  policy  the  Labour  Party  has  a wobbling 
policy.  We  could  affect  and  influence  it  in  a way  that  the'  com- 
rades on  the  Continent  could  not  do-.  Yet  they  wteire  willing  for 
a time  toi  (remaini  inside.  That  was  the  point,  if  was  for  a time. 
We  had  toi  realise  that  the  moment  in  Britain  had  not  yet  come 
when  we  were  able  to  gO'  out,  as  they  did  in  other  countries, 
and  isplit  deflniltely  off.  That  moment  would  only  come  when 
we  were  perfectly  sure  that  in  splitting  off  from  the  Labour  Party 
we  coiuld  take  a very  large  number  of  the  organised  working 
class  with  us.  We  must  consider  that  as  tactics  in  a military 
sense' — consider  thils  class  war  as  people  in  the  potsition  of  lead- 
ing and  directing  towards  the  revolution.  We  have  tO'  take  the 
samiei  dispassionate  outlook  as  a general  has  toi  doi.  It  did  not 
matter  whether  a general  was  or  was  not  a furious  anti-German, 
his  business  was  toi  think  the  thing  out  coldly  and  clearly  and 
to  get  rid  of  emotion,.  It  would  be  noticed  that  afternooni  that, 
on  the  whole,  thie!  emotional  aiiguments  were  put  forward  by 
the  opponents  of  the;  Labour  Party.  When  comirade  Paul  spoke 
he  (Arnot).  felt  strongly  against  the  Labour  Party.  Otheir  speakers 
said  they  were  sick  of  the  Labour  Party.  That  was  it,  we  were 
all  sick  of  the  Labour  Party,  and  everybody  there  felt  a response 
when  the  speaker  said  he  was  sick  of  the  Labour  Party,  and 
that  thieirefore  we  should  cut  loose.  That  was  where  thiei  mistake 
came.  The  fact  that  we  were  sickened  of  the  Labour  Party,  that 
it  was  a hard  task  toi  work  iniside  it,  and  that  it  was  a much  finer 
thing  personally  tot  feel  that  we  were  frele  of  the  thing,  did  not 
mean  necessarily  that  leaving  the  Labour  Party  was  thiel  best  tactic 
fori  the  revolution.  We  might  have  toi  gO'  on  doing  things  that 
would  nearly  break  our  hearts  before  we  got  the  revolution,;  but 
what  we  have  iln  mind  was  the  inevolution  and  not  the  saving  of 
our  hearts. 
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W.  Hill  (Oldham  Coimmunisit  Unity  Group)  said  one  thing 
we  were  O'Vieirloioking  in  our  discussion  of  affiliation  with  the 
Labour  Party,  was  what  would  be  the  effect  upon  us  as  a Com- 
munist Group  lif  we  did  affiliate?  He  would  tell  them  what  took 
ptlace  in  his  town  last  Norv^ember  at  the  municipal  election.  The 
Labour  Party  put  up  a candidate  in  one  of  the  wards  who'  had 
been  working  in  the  stolres  during  the  time  that  the  co-operative 
wo'rkers  were  on  strlkie  for'  a living  wage.  Can  we  support  a man 
of  that  description;  in  his  attitude  in  asking  for  the  people’s 
suffrage;  to^  send  him'  tO'  the  council  or  Parliament?  If  we  were 
affiliated  \ve  should  be  compelled  to.  do  so.  It  was  all  right  dele- 
gates saying  “Not,  no  !”  he  had  for  many  years  iln  his  town  been 
fighting  these  men.  They  had  been  affiliated.  Hei  had  been  a 
delegate  on  the  Executive  there  and  knew  what  it  meant.  When 
the  local  council  puts  a candidate  up  we  have  tO'  pledge  ourselves 
to>  support  that  man.  If  we  affiliated  tO'  the  Labour  Party  we 
shouldi  be  liin  a positioni  of  inutility  as  a Party.  Wei  should  not  be 
able’  toi  leixposie  the  actions  of  the  past  nor  the  purposes  of  the 
future  in  regard  to  candidates.  If  we  were  affiliated  we  must 
be  loyal  to(  the  Party,  and  how  could  we  be  loyal  or  apply  for 
affiliation  tO'  a Party  with  a constitution  such  as  the  muddled 
constitution  of  the  Labour'  Party?  Personally,  he’ was  strongly 
opposed  toi  affiliationi  tO'  a party  of  that  description,  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  not  practical  politics;  and  what  he  and  his  group 
stood  for  was  that  when  these  men  were  put  up  for  a local  council 
or  Parliament,  we  should  be  able  tO'  put  up  a candidate  in  oppos- 
ition toi  them  ; not  in  order  that  our  candidate  might  be  returned, 
but  so  as  toi  expose  what  these  men  had  done  in  the  past.  Taka 
Clynes.  If  we  were  affiliated  to  the  Labour  Party  how  could  we 
expose  to  ithiei  people  that  he  gave  ;^5, 000,000  toi  the  farmers 
— the  pets  of  the  Government — and  all  the  other  facts  of  the 
past  six  years?  Circumstances  might  alter  in  the  future,  but 
for  the  preisient  the  Convention  ought  to.  turn  down  any  affiliation 
with  the  Labour  Party. 

T.  J.  Watkins  (Trethomas  Communist  Unity  Group)  said  he 
opposed  affiliation  toi  the  Labour  Party.  In  so  doing  he  was 
fully  coniscious  of  the  arguments  that  had  been  brought  up  on 
ithe  other  side,  but  saw  nothing  in  these  that  could  by  any  means 
touch  the  real  thing  involved.  What  he  was  concerned  about 
was  this;  it  had  been  said  that  we  were  sick  of  the  Labour  Party, 
but  that  was  not  the  case;  it  was  the  Labour  Party  that  was  sick 
and  we  did  not  want  tO'  get  conitaminated.  The  Labour  Party 
was  not  the  rank  and  file  of  the  working  class  movemteint.  For 
the  last  ten  years  he  did  not  remember  missing  a general  meet- 
ing of  the  colliery  at  whibh  hei  woirked,  and  he  had  neverj  yet 
known  the  agenda  of  the  Labour  Party,  or  anything  connected 
therewith  toi  come  before  one  of  those  general  meetings.  If  we 
were  to  get  at  the  Labour  Party  it  was  the  rank  and  file  that 
wei  wanted  to  get  at,  and  where  were  we  to  get  at  the  riank  'and 
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file?  In  the  workshop?  What  were  we  toi  tell  them?  If  we  were 
tOi  tell  them  what  comrade  Paul  had  advised  us  toi  tell  them  thicy 
would  be  equally  confused  as  with  what  the  other  people  wanted 
us  to  telll  them.  Thiei  worker  was  only  concerned  with  what 
we  put  forward  so  far  asi  he:  understood  it^  and  lit  would  be  hugely 
difficult  for  us  toi  persuade  him  that  these  lines  of  tactics  were 
really  essential  toi  bringing  about  the  thing  we:  all  sot  desired. 
It  was  impoisisible  to  have  one  'line  of  action  as  a producer  and 
another  as  a consumer,  as  Miellor  had  propo'sed.  All  these 
things  te;nded  toi  show  that  the  line  of  action  on  the  political 
fiiield  mu^t  be  that  of  taking  a complete  separation  from  the 
Labour)  Party.  It  was  no  use  attempting  to  camouflage  things 
with  thei  working  class. 

H.  Stubbs  (Shop  Stewards,  Birmingham  Committee)  said  that 
our  activities  in  the  workshops  had  been  very  much  discussed ; 
he  would  say  that  the  only  party  who  could  discuss  these  activities 
were  thei  shop  stewards,  and  he  would  like  to  add  that  these  did 
not  wish  the  Labour  Pairty  tO'  give  them  any  advice  upon  the 
matter.  Nor  did  they  want  that  of  the  organisers.  He  personally 
thought  the  wioirking  class  moivement  and  the  Labour  Party 
were  in  opposition,  and  he  maintained  that  they  should  be  kept 
in  opposition;  because  the  workers  understood  that  they  were 
being  fobbed,  and  they  wanted  a way  out.  The  new  e)ra  was 
the  way  out.  The  Chairman  had  said  the  delegates  had  been 
waiting  twO'  years  for'  this  glorious  week-end.  For  twoi  years 
they  had  been  pecking  away  at  a very  hard  shell  tO'  be  hatched 
to  breathe  the)  fresh  air.  Were  they  to  go-  back  from  the  Con- 
ference affiliated  to  the  Labo-ur  Party,  toi  tell  the  workers  that 
the  Communist  Party  was  still-born?  He  had  come;  to  the  con- 
clusion that  our  activities  were  perfect  through  the  shop  steward 
moivement;  now  that  it  was  sanctioned  that  we  should  gO'  into’ 
the  political  field,  he  asked  that  it  should  be  on  a straight  basisS. 

Mrs.  Bamber  (East  Liverpool  B.S.P.)  opposed  affiliation.  She 
had  had  a very  painful  experience  during  the  last  twelve  months 
of  w’orking  inside  the  Labour  Party  as  city  councillor.  If  we 
affiliated  to  the  Labouri  Party  it  would  certainly  mean  that  we 
owed  a certain  loyalty  to  the  party  we  affiliated  to*.  If  we 
affiliated  with  the;  object  of  having  our  views  more:  clearly  stated 
inside  shei  believed  we  should  adopt  the  wrong  policy.  She  was 
returned  practically  on  a Bolshevik  propaganda  policy,  and  could 
have  been  returned  without  the  aid  of  the  I^abour  Party;  but, 
since  she  had  been  in  the  Labour  Party,  not  one  suggestion  that 
she  brought  forward  in  a group  of  twenty  had'  ever  seen  the 
light  of  day  in  the  City  Council.  If  we  wanted  tO'  bring  our  views 
forward  as  Communists,  or  class  conscious  Socialists,  our  place 
was  as  free  agents  outside  the  Labour  Party,  and  not  inside  it. 
If  we  believe!  in  poilitical  action — she  was  not  very  sure  that 
political  actioni  was  the  right  action  at  the  presjeut  moment — 
but  if  we  agree  with  political  action  the  only  possible  chance- 
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thi^t  we,  asi  Sodalistsi,  have  off  fo-rcing  the  right  poinit  of  view 
on  the  working  class  is  outside  the  contamination:  of  thie  Labour 
Party  on  every  subject  that  we  have:  touched.  Last  week — on 
the  questioin  of  recruiting — ^the  Lord  Mayor  was  asking  the 
Laboud  Party  toi  help  in  recruiting.  What  ought  we  to  say  as 
Socialists  on  the  question  of  recruiting?  She  was  the  only  per- 
ison  to  propose^ — and  she  could  not  get  a seconder  in  the  party — 
that  they  should  send  back  to  the  Lord  Mayor  a reply  that,  seeing 
that  the  soldiers  were  always  used  toi  help  the  capitalist  class, 
for  that  reason  they  could  not  support  recruiting.  But  no.  Half 
a dozen  excuses  from  the  Labour  Party  because  they  believed 
vote  catching  was  much  more  important.  We  want  the  best  out 
of  the  Communist  Party,  wie  want  our  views  brought  clearly  to 
the  front;  that^  she  believed,  was  what  the  people  whoi  supported 
affiliation  werie  anxious  for.  They  believed  we)  could  get  it  best 
through  the  Labour  Party ; she  believed  we  could  get  it  best 
stated  outside.  Thiei  industrial  workers  were  sick  to  death  of 
the  position  of  the  Labour  Party  at  the  present  time,  and  she 
hoped  that  we,  the  Communist  Party,  showing  the  way  not  to 
reform  but  toi  the  emancipation  of  the  workers,  would  keep  out- 
side the  Patty  that  had  done  so  much  toi  delay  the  progress  of 
the  working  class  during  the  last  few  years. 

L.  Royle  (B.S.P.,  Sheffield)  opposed  our  having  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Labour  Party.  He  had  been  something 
like  thirty  years  in  the  Socialist  movement,  and  he  recognised 
to-day  what  a serious  blunderl  he  had  made  something  like 
twenty-five  years  agoi  in  the  old  I.L.P.,  when  he  fought  for  being 
connected  with  the  Laboujr  Party.  He  had  been  enamoured  of 
the  Labour  Party  for  a year  or  two,  but  from  then  until  now 
he  had  been  fighting  like  grim  death  to  get  out  of  it.  He  now 
saw  how  we  had  been  throttled  with  tilt.  He  noticed  that  no 
speakeir'  who  got  up  to  advocate  affiliation  with  the  Labour  Party 
had  a kind  word  to  say  for  it.  One  speaker  had  said  we  should 
play  upon  the  Labour  and  Trade  Union  Congresses,  but  he.  would 
reply  that  they  played  upon  us;  they  were  all  of  no  use)  or  value. 
He  knew  that  many  preisent  feared  the  new  Party  would  lose 
membership  if  it  was  not  affiliated  to  the  Laboqr  Party;  but 
he  was  confid:ent  we  should  have  a tremendous  influx  of  members 
if  we  would  only  fight  straight.  There  was  noithing  the  working 
man  detested  more  in  his  rock  bottom  nature  than  a crooked 
fight.  He  (Royle)  did  not  want  to)  gO'  before  the  public  to  advo- 
cate a crooked  fight,  but  when  he  advocated  they  should  fight 
straight  he  could  get  thiem  with  him  every  time.  One  other 
point.  Why  build  up  a Labour  Party  when  we  knew  that  the 
time  would  come  when  we  should  have  tO'  smaish  it?  The  Labour 
Party  owed  its  exiistence  and  its  powOr  to  having  been  built 
up  by  Socialists.  Let  the  Left  Wing  of  the  Socialist  movement 
come  out  of  it,  and  it  would  tumble  down  like  a houise  of  cards. 
It  was  useless  and  we  should  not  prop  it  up  any  longer. 
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A.  Angel  (B.S.P.,  Central)  said  the  Convention  had  assembled 
to  establish  a Cotmmunii/st  Party  with  the  object  in  view  oif  abol- 
ishing the  capitalist  system  and  introducing,  ats  far  as  he  under- 
stood, a Soviieit  Reipublic  such  as  existed  in  Russia  now.  Yester- 
day the  Convention  had  passed  a resolution  adhering  to  the  Third 
International,  of  which  he  was  very  glad,  but  he  had  thought 
that  all  Communists  had  long  since  adhered  to  the  Third  Inter- 
national. We  had  been  told  by  the  Chairman  that  we  were 
two  yeajr's  late  in  starting  the  Communist  Party ; he  had  thought 
we  were  many  yearls  late;  and  now  we  were  going  to  destroy 
our  woirk  in  the  very  miinute  of  building  it  up.  By  affiliating  with 
the  Labour  Party  we  should  destroy  to-day  wffiat  we  had  built 
up  yesterday.  It  was  affiliating  with  the  Second  Internatioinal, 
with  the  people  now  at  Geneva  who  called  themselves  “represent- 
atives” of  the  proletariat  of  Britain;  but  who  had  treacherously 
betrayed  the;  workers  of  this  and  other  countries,  and  had  helped 
toi  maisisacre  such  people  as  Karl  Liebknecht,  Rosa  Luxembourg 
and  Jaures.  We  had  affiliated  tO'  the  Third  Internatioinal,  and 
now  we  werCi  affiliating  toi  the  Secoud  Internatioinal.  If  we 
wanted  toi  remain  a pure  and  simple  Communist  Party  we  should 
remain  outside  the'  Labour  Party,  and  if  we  wanted  toi  dO'  soime- 
thi'ng  for  our  class  and  ourselves  we  could  doi  it  on  the  industrial 
field;  but  never  inside  the  Labour  Party.  We  had  been  cadging 
for  votes  many  years  toioi  long;  wei  should  try  toi  get  direct  action. 

R.  Nicolai  (Coventry  Communist  Unity  Group)  said  that 
Speaking  also  as  a shop  steward,  he  must  agree  with  Stubbs. 
In  time  of  crii'siiis  in  the  workshop  many  of  the  comrades  present — 
Meldor,  Paul  and  others — were  out  of  it  ; but  hei  was  in  it.  In 
such  a time  whom  did  the  workers  come  to?  Tirade  union 
branches?  Labour  Party  people?  Not  likely.  The  shop  steward 
was  the  man.  He  contended  that  we  could  build  up  an  organ- 
isatibn  apart  from  the  Labour  Party,  i.e.,  the  Shop  Steward 
movement.  Prtovided  we'  could  get  a sufficient  leavening  of 
classi  conscious  shop  stewards  and  others  inside  the  woirk- 
, shops,  Labour  Party  affiliation  need  not  bother  us. 

L.  Manoiin  said  he  was  a member  of  the  B.S.P.,  but  had  seen 
no  good  reisults  from  its  affiliation  with  the  Labour  Party.  At 
the  present  time,  in  Sheffield,  noi  matter  how  good  a Socialist 
a man  might  be,  he  was  mobbed  if  at  any  Socialist  or  trade  union 
meeting  he  said  he  was  lib  favour'  of  such  affiliation.  It  was 
human  natuirie  for  the  men  sent  toi  Parliament  toi  consider  their  own 
bread  and  butter.  They  knew  if  they  camei  back  to  their  oiwn 
class  there  was  no  provision  made  for  them,  'sO'  they  went  over 
to  the  capitalisit  class. 

Fred  Shaw  supported  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party.  He  did 
not  regard  such  affiliilation)  as  the  be  all  and  end  all  of  our  activ- 
ities nationall  and  local,  but  merely  considered  that  it  fitted  in 
with  the  situatilon,  in  which  the  Communist  Party  found  itself 
at  the  present  moment.  He  would  prefer  toi  discuss  it  from,  the 
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branch  a,spect  rather  than  froim  the  national  one.  It  was  easy  to 
oppose  affiliatioin  from  the)  histomical  point  of  view,  and  so  dis- 
cussied.  the  subject  lent  itself  to  eloquence’.  As  with  previous 
reisolutious,  we  had  had  talk  about  institutions  decaying-  and 
dying,  and  that  this  and  that  would  have  to  change.  He  would 
ask  the  Conference’  toi  bear  in  mind  what  used  tO'  be  said  in  the 
Socialist  movement,  that  you  could  not  have;  a revolution  until 
the  material  conditiouis  were  ripe  for  that  revolution.  The  argu- 
ment against  affiliatioin  to*  the  Labour  Party  had  been  entirely 
upon  that  basis;  in  othelr  words  that  the  great  material  forces 
were  outweighing  the  efforts  of  humanity  generally,  and  that 
we  had  got  tO'  wait  until  the  historic  process  showed  itself  before 
we  made  a move.  It  had  been  that  kind  of  idea  that  had  kept  the 
bulk  of  revolutionary  Socialists  from  expressing  themselves  in 
actual  concrete  data  and  in  detail  fight  whether  political  or  in- 
dustrial. But  he  wanted  to'  urge  that  a revolutionary  situation, 
when  it  came,  meant  the  handling  of  data  to;  hand,  that  was  to 
say,  the  material  conditions  we  found.  It  did  not  mean  standing 
aloof.  It  was  all  right  looking  upon  history  as  a film  coming 
from  a cinamatograph  merely  to'  provide  text  books  for  classes 
and  so  on;  but  we  were  beginning  to  understand  that  the  human 
being  could  at  any  rate  apply  intelligence  to  that  historical  pro- 
cess, and  by  putting  ouirselves  in  the  line  of  fight  wherever  it 
showed  itself  we  could  develop  the  socia)!  strain  wherjever  we 
could.  He  claimed  that  we  were  putting  that  consciousness  into 
the  historical  developmient,  and  in  that  respect  affiliation,  tO'  the 
Labour  Party  fitted  in  with  other  factors.  He  was  a town  council- 
lor, he  had  not  been  run  by  the  Labour  Party  but  by  a Socialist 
group  as  a Communist.  He  had  entered  the  fight  as  a propa- 
ganda fight  and  had  iswept  the  deck.  The  point  tO'  be  observed 
was  that  if  our  revoilutionary  philosoiphy  was  correct,  it  was 
capable  of  being  applied  to  the  things  that  we  had  at  hand  to- 
day. There  had  been  criticism  in  his  locality  that  Socialist  town 
councillors  were  useless  because’  they  worked  the  current  institu- 
tions, operated  by  taxing  property  and  soi  on;  and  that  con- 
sequently Communism  could  not  operate.  But  he  suggested, 
from  insiide  knowledge  of  the  work  of  the  town  council,  that 
town  councillors  got  facts  and  data  to  enable  them  tO'  put  the 
Communist  point  of  view.  We  criticised  collectivism,  for  in- 
stance, showing  that  it  was  used  now  to  make  profits  and  so 
relii'eve  rateis;  but  the  Communist  town  councillor  could  use  his 
position  to)  demonstrate  that  it  was  possible,  by  shoving  up  rates, 
toi  get  the;  tram  and  other  public  services  free  upon  a communai 
basis.  In  other;  words,  if  our  philosophy  was  any  good  it  could 
be;  applied  now  to  material  conditions.  In  every  locality,  and 
however  we  expressed  ourselves — whether  as  shop  stewards, 
members  of  trade  uniomsi  or  however  it  might  bei — we  had  to^  de- 
velop social  strains  wherever  they  showed  themselves.  Revolu- 
tiibns  did  not  come  along  preconceived  liniels;  one  never  knew 
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where  the  rerv^olution  would  break  out.  It  was  our  duty,  if  a 
social  strain  showed  itself,  even  if  it  was  onfy  a reform  move- 
ment, to  ^et  inside  and  dieveioip  that  strain.  Ultimately  through 
such  strains  we  should  bring  about  a breakdown  of  the  capitalist 
system.  Instead  of  talking  of  material  conditions  being  ripe, 
we  should  be  helping  them  toi  become  ripe. 

T.  Bell  said  he  wished  to  oppose  an  observation  of  those  who 
were  advancing  the  case  for  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party,  that 
they  are  realilsts.  From  his  point  of  view  it  seemed  they  were  the. 
very  O'pposite,  having  regard  to  the  purpose  for.  which  this.Con- 
ventiom  was  called.  This  Convention  was  called  to  establish  a 
Communist  Party,  and,  at  this  stage  toi  start  an  argument  about 
affiliation  to  the  Laboulri  Party,  and  other  secondary  and  minor 
quiestlonsi  before  we  have  gathered  together  the  elements  that 
were  going  to  make  the  Communist  Party,  far  from  being  realist 
was  in  essence  utopian.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  the  point 
that  all'  had  missed  up  to  this  stage,  that  wiei  want  to  get  together 
a Communist  Party,  and  we  want  to^  devise  the  best  possible 
method  of  bringing  all  the  elements  that  are  agreed  upon  Com- 
muniism  into  one  camp.  But  instead  of  that  we  have  been  trying 
to  discuss  supposed  differences  between  us  before  we  have  actually 
united.  He  submitted,  as  a case  in  favour  of  non-affiliation  to 
the  Labour  Party,  that  at  the  present  time  there  was  in  the 
country  a volume  of  opinion  that  could  bei  rallied  toi  the  banner 
of  Communiism  if  we  make  it  clear  ^nd  emphatic  from  the  very 
beginning  that  we  were  not  going  merely  to  change  the  name 
of  this  Party,  but  that  wie  have  learned  from  the  expenience'  of 
the  last  four  or  five  years  to  cut  the  painter  so  far  as  old  policies 
were  concerned.  We  wanted  toi  convinee  people  that  it  was  not 
merely  a case  of  changing  the  name  of  the  B.S.P.  To  suggest 
that  we  were  apart  from  thie  working  dlass  simply  because  we 
decided  not  to  affiliate  wifh  the  Labour  Party  was  absurd.  Who 
were  we?  Who  was  going  to  be  the  Communist  Party?  Were 
we  not  the  prioilie/tariat?  Did  we  not  coime  from  the  workshops, 
factories,  mines  and  industrial  concerns?  Did  we  not  move  in 
and  through,  and  in  the  course  of  our  sooilal  life  come  intoi  contact 
with  our  fellow  woirkers  in  all  spheres  of  life?  This  was  sufficient 
contact  to  go  upon  once  we  got  the  Communist  Party  set  up. 
It  seemed  to|  him  that  we  were  afraid  of  our  own;  strength.  Two 
speakers,  Mrs.  Bamber  and  Fred)  Shaw,  have  shown  that  they 
oould  stand  on  their  own  legs  without  assistance  from  the  Labour 
Party,  and  get  intoi  the  counoill  on  a strict  Bolshevik  programme. 
He  could  , substantiate  that  from  his  own  experience  and  that  of 
the  Chairman  at  the  last  leilection.  Wie  .stood  on  our  own  pirns 
in  defiance  of  the  Labour  Party,  and  not  only  carried  on  very 
valuable  Bolshevik  propaganda,  but  received  a vote  that  put 
to  i.shame  many  of  the  votes  that  wiere  cast  for  other  candidates 
who  were  using  all  the  other  methods  of  perlsua.sibn,  as  allies 
of  the'  Labour  Party  and  .so  forth,  to  effect  their  propaganda. 
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What  we  wanted  to  do  at  this  isitagpe  was  to  take  our  courag-,e  in 
our  hands  and  become  an  independent  party.  The  first  essential 
to  ra'lly  together  all  the  eleimentsi  in  the  country  in  favour  of 
Coimmunism,  was  to.  make  liit  clear  that  we  have  no  associations 
with  and  did  not  stand  for  the  -same  policy  as  the  Labour  Party, 
that  we  were  a revolutionary  party  and  meant  revolution — and 
it  wais  not  a case  of  a revolution  iin  the  millennium  but  of  a revolu- 
tion in  the  iimmediate  futurfej.  It  was  possible.  And  the  Com- 
munist Party  was  the  Party  that  had  got  to  foment  and  handle  any 
.situation  that  might  fairly  operate.  Let  it  not  be  suggested 
that  we  were  only  a handful.  We  were  only  a handful,  only 
a few ; but  all  revolutionary  movements  began  with  a few.  What 
we  have  to  keep  in  mind  was  this,  that  the  iindustrial,  social, 
financial  and  political  situation  and  stability  of  capitali'sim  was 
breaking  down.  We  wanted  a Communist  Party  clear  and  dis- 
tinct from  any  associatibn  with  refoirmism  or  the  Labour  Party, 
and  in  order  to.  get  a party  that  Would  be  worthy  of  its  name 
at  this  stage:,  we  wanted  tO'  declare  against  affiliation  with  the 
Labour  Party  as  the  one  method  of  raWying  the  people,  to^  our 
side. 

Wm.  Paul,  summing  up  the  case  against  Labour  Party  affilia- 
tion, said  : Various  arguments  have  been  put  foirward  this  after- 
noon as  to  why  we  should  be  affiliated  tO'  the  Labour  Party.  We 
have  the  argument  that  we  have  to  rememberi  that  we  are  at  a 
certain  historic  pe.riod,  and  are  faced  with  certain  Institutions 
within  which  we  are  compelled  to'  operate.  Our  friends  in  favour 
of  Labour  Party  affiliation  put  foovard  the  suggestibn  that  we 
should  operate  within  the  trade  union  movement  and  Labour 
Party.  They  say  : “If  you  leave  the  trade  union  .movement  and 
do  not  partioi|pate  in  these  trade  union  struggles,  you  are 
betraying  the  working  class,  and  in  the  measure  that  you 
participate  in  these  trade  union  struggles  logibally  you  must 
participate  in  the  istrugg'le  of  the  political  expression  of  triade 
unionism;  that  is  the  Labour  Party.”  There  lis  noi  analogy.  On 
the  industrial  field,  and  this  is  what  they  always  forget,  the 
working  class,  whether  they  like  it  or  not,  are  compelled  to  face 
issues  that  present  themselves  in;  a particulari,  concrete  character ; 
which  the  working  class  understand  inside  out.  It  is  always  a 
question  of  a shorter  working  day,  or  an  increase  in  wages. 
Nobody  cam  camouflage  that  issue,  and  because  of  these  issues 
which  arise  as  a consequence  of  the  economic  posit  ion  of  the 
working  cflass  in  society,  we  take  our  stand  there  and  join  issue 
in  all  the  struggles  of  the  masse's,  and  in  that  demonstrate  that 
the  Communists  are  always  on  the:  side  of  the  workers.  What 
happens  in  the  Labour  Party?  You  come  on  to  the  political  field. 
What  happens  then?  You  cease  tot  deal  with  immediate,  concrete 
issues?  When  the  Labour  Party  comes  upon  the  platform  it  is 
upon  such  questions:  as  the  futility  of  reciprocity.  The  worker 
says:  “What  is  lieciprocity ? ” The  result  is  that,  owing  to  the 
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very  nature  orf  thits  purely  abstract  poisitioo  the  working  dass  can 
bie  diddled  on  the  poilitical  field,  whieireas  they  cannot  on  the 
industrial  field.  We  say  then,  that  we  join  issue  with  the  working 
dass  in  eivery  one  of  these  industrial  activities,  bieicause  it  is  there 
that  thei  working  dass  works  out  its  fight  in  its  own  way.  But 
on  the  political  field,  lespecially  with  the  Parliamentary  meta- 
physicians, whom  we  know  in  the  Labour  Party,  to  camoutlage  the 
issue  on  every  oocasiion,  the  working  class  cannot  face  the  issue 
because  they  are  asked  to  vote  on  abstractions.  Take  the  oither 
point.  It  shows  we  take  our  part  in  the  struggles  of  the  working 
class.  Shaw  says  that  we  Communists  have  to  be)  wherever  a 
strjain  manifests  li'tself  that  may  lead  toi  a revolutionary  issue. 
The  danger  is  that  when  the  revolutionary  strain  manifests,  itself 
you  will  find  that  it  operates  in  the  Labour  Party  in,  such  a way 
that  the  peopile  controlling  that  party  will  strangle  the  strain.  We 
need  not  remember  about  Liebknecht  working  hand  in  hand  with 
the  Social-Democratic  Party.  The  one  mistake  Laebknecht  made 
was  when  he  voted  the  war  creditsi  there,  because  he  was  swayed 
by  the  Social-Democratic  Party  against  his  own  wishes.  Only 
when  hei  cut  himself  adrift  and  stood  as  a Communist,  and  went 
on  with  the  policy  that  led  tO'  the  Spartacist  Communist  movement 
and  ultimately  to*  his  death,  was  that  cancelled. 

J.  F.  Hodgsoni,  replying  in  favour  of  affiliatioin,  said  : Mr. 
Chairman  and  comrades,  I have  been  expecting  to  hear  from 
those  who  have  been  defending  non-affiliation  toi  the  Labour, 
Party  an  answer  to  my  question  : “Why  will  you  work  inside  the 
industrial  moivement  of  the  workers  and  refuse  to^  work  'inside  the 
political  movement?”  There  is  no  answer  tO'  that.  I have  had 
it  from  Comrade  Paul  in  this  way,  that  on  the  industrial  field  you 
have  toi  deal  with  questions  of  hours  and  wa^ges  and  so  forth,  and 
that  the  workersi  cannot  be  diddled  there.  What?  They  are 
diddled  all  the  time  ! They  are  diddled  with  a consistency  and 
regularity  that  becomes  absolutely  depressing.  “On  the  political 
field  you  deal  with  abstractions,  and  it  is  more  easy  tO'  diddle  the 
workers.”  All  the  moirei  rleason  you  should  be  on  the  political  field 
to  prevent  them  being  diddled.  Do  we  not  deal  with  abstractions? 
Is  it  not  our  business  toi  deal  with  abstractions?  Absolutely  ! 
And  we  can  deal  with  abstractions  to  far  better  effect  than 
Hendieirson  and  Clynes.  What  are  you  afraid  of  in,  being  inside 
the  political  movement  of  the  worker's?  The  strength  of  your 
own  argumentsi?  Or  doi  you  fear  that  the  silvery  efloquence  of 
Hendieirson  and  Clynes  will  rob  you  of  your  revolutionary 
enthusiasm?  You  are  thinking  all  the  time  of  the  Labour  Party 
as  consisting  of  its  leaders.  It  is;  nothing  of  the  sort.  Goi  tO'  a 
Labour  Party  meeting.  You  will  find  delegatesi  of  the  local  trade 
unions,  the  best  men  who  could  be  selected  in  thei  locality  to  act 
as  delegates.  They  are  functioning  as  trade  union  delegates  on 
the  political  fiefld,  and  unless  you  are  there  with  your  armoury  of 
facts  and  arguments,  they  will  be  left  at  the  mercy  of  people  more 
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unscr?upuloiu,s.  Hoiw  is  it  'im  thi«i  great  political  movement  of  the 
workers  they  are  victimised  by  people  such  as  we  know?  Because 
the)  other  people  have  beatem  us.  That  is  all.  They  have:  got 
hold  of  the  political  movement  of  the  workers  because  we  have 
been  absent.  Yon  are  asking  u.s  to.  continue  that  futility.  Our 
Communist  Party  has  got  toi  be  revoJutibnary.  We  have  toi  work, 
struggle,  organise,  take  every  opportunity  we  have  to  stir  up 
discontent  and  foment  revolt.  Wherever  there  is  a strike  we 
have  to'  give  it  a revolutionary  aim  and  purpose,  and  wherever 
the  workers  arfei  there  to  be  influenced  it  tils  our  business  to  be 
there,  too.  Let  us  start  right.  Let  us  start  as  a party  which  is 
dealing  with  realities  and  not  abstractions.  Let  us  start  as  a 
party  which  is  not  merely  dealing  in  theories. — though  it  can  do 
that — but  is  also  ready,  as  I have)  said  before,  to  march  step  by 
step  with  the  working  class  leading  them  on  to  victory ; not  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  it  sets  itself  up  on  a pedestal  as  having 
superior  knowledge  tO'  the  working  class,  but  in  all  of  the 
working  class  moveiment,  directing  it,  inspiring  it,  carrying  it 
ultimately  to  victory  by  this  means. 

The  Chairman  said  he  thought  all  would  a,gree  that  the 
discussion  had  been  the  moist  organised  and  leixhaustive  one  that 
had  taken  place  in  this  country  on  the  question  of  the  merits  of 
affiliation  or  otherwise  tO'  the  Labour  Party.  He  knew  there  would 
be  some  delegates  who'  would  feel  a bit  disappoiinted  that  they 
had  not  got  their  particular  point  of  view  put  before  the 
Conference;  but  he  hoped  they  were  bigger  in  soul  than  to  allow 
that  sort  of  thing  to  worry  them. 

The  vote  was  then  taken,  and  loo  votes  were  given;  in  favour 
of  proposition  “A,”  as  against  85  for  proposition  “B,”  so  that 
affiliation  with  the  Labour  Party  was  carried. 

W.  MeiHlor  said  he  had  voted  in'  favour  of  affiliation,  but  he 
thought  the  present  situation  a very  serious  one,  and  that  it 
would  test  the  loyalty  of  both  sides.  There  was  a close  division 
of  opiniion  inside  the  Conference,  and  there  was  going  to'  be  a 
close  division  of  opinion  inside  the  Communist  Party.  It  was  a 
matter  which  should  not  be  taken  light  heartedly.  The  temporary 
Executive  ought  to  consider  the  position  seriously.  It  should 
consider  thoroughly  not  only  the  decision  come  toi,  but  the 
implications  of  that  decision,  and  should  report  toi  the  Conference 
which  would  be  held  when  the)  Communist  Party  was 
constitutionally  established  and  a new  Executive  took  office.  We 
did  not  want,  during  this  period  of  incubation,  that  anybody 
should  feel  that  the  thing  was  being  done  in  a hurry  without  our 
understanding  what  it  meant,  or  that  the  minoriilty  was  being 
bludgeoned.  At  the  next  Conference  there  should  be  a report  as 
to  exactly  what  affiliation  meant,  then  we  should  be  in  a better 
position  toi  decide  once  and  for  all  whether  we  should  gO'  in  or 
.stay  out.  He  suggested  this  course  because  he  wanted  to*  avoid 
the  question  coming  up  every  year'. 
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J.  Hamiltcin  (Liverpooil  Co'mmuni.s1:  Unity  Groop)  said  he  had 
not  prervio'usly  spoken,  other  people  having-  expressed  the  feeling 
of  the  gromp  he  riefp resented ; but  he  would  have  to  report  to  his 
group,  and  he  wanted  to  know  what  the  position  would  be  if  the 
Coimmunilst  Party  applied  for  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party,  and 
was  not  accepted  on  acount  of  its  Cornmunist  programme? 

Another  delegate  said  he  knew  the  feeling  of  his  own  group 
and  oithersi  he  had  been  in  contact  with,  and  he  thought  the 
difficulty  we  were  now  faced  with  might  be  best  miet  by  leaving 
each  local  group  to  decide  for  itself,'  instead  of  binding  the  whole 
Communist  Party.  It  should  be  a matter  of  local  initiative. 

Thie(  Chairman  said  that  he  had  been  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  and  also  one  of  the  delegates  from  the  group  that  had 
been  moist  vehement  in  lilts  oppcisition  to  the  Labourl  Party.  He, 
and  those  whoi  agreied,  with  him,  felt  their  defeat  most  keen(iy ; but 
they  accepted  it  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  had  invited  the  question 
to  be  brought  before  the  Conventiotn.  They  would  pursue  their 
activities  in  the  Communist  Party  noiw  subservient  toi  the  will  of 
that  party.  He  appealed  to  any  who  were  not  inclined  to  adopt 
this  policy  to  abide  loyally  by  the  Convention’s  decision  on  the 
matter.  They  should  rest  in  hope  that  circumstances  in  future 
would  convince  the  other  delegates  of  the  wisdom  oif  the  policy 
they  had  recommended.  The  Communist  Party  was  greater  than 
the  shirt  it  would  wear.  He  hoped  the  tolerance,  the  lack  of 
personal  passibn  that  had  been  shown  in  the  discussion,  would  be 
carried  into  the  Communist  Party.  Its  members  would  meet  in 
districts  where  they  had  never  met  before,  except  in  vigorous 
opposition,  or  even  vindictive  rivalry.  They  would  meet  on 
common  ground,  in  onei  party,  and  he  hoped  they  would  try  to 
eliminate  any  contact  they  might  have  had  with  the  traditions  and 
party  organisation  of  the  past,  and  would  subordinate  themselves 
to  the  position  made  for  them  in  the  Communist  Party. 

W.  Mellor  said  he  would  like  the  Chairman  to  answer  the 
question  that  had  beeni  put,  as  to  what  would  be  the  attitude  of 
the  Communist  Party  if  its  appliication  toi  join  the  Labour  Party 
was  refused. 

The  Chairman  rteplied  that  if  the  labour  Party  refused:  to  let 
the  Communist  Party  in,  he  did  not  see  how  the  latter  could  get 
in.  He  knew  certain  individuals  who  would  be  received  within 
the  Labour  Party  with  anything  but  a hmrty  welcome.  He  also 
knew  that  at  thei  present  moment  the  Labour  Party  was  consider- 
ing its  attitude  towards  an  application  for  admission  from  the 
Communist  Party. 

F.  Willis  said  he:  felt  a word  should  be  said  on  the  side  of 
those  whoi  had  been  ii!n  favour  oif  affiliation.  Like  Macmanus, 
, representing  the  other  point  of  view,  they  felt  that  the  Communist 
Party  was  greater'  than  any  tactic  they  mii'ght  decide  on  for  the 
moment.  It  would  bei  the  duty  and  pleasure  of  those  whoi  favoured 
affiliation  to  the  Labourl  Party  toi  show  that  they  were  not  less 
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revoilutioiniary  than  those  who  were  not  in  favour  of  such  affiliation. 
All  agreed  liln  being-  in  favour  of  revolution  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  and  by  the  shortest  way. 

TELEGRAM  TO  THIRD  INTERNATIONAL. 

The  next  business  was  that  the  Chairman  asked  the  Conference 
(on  the  recommendation  of  the  Standing-  Orders  Committee)  to 
isend  the  following-  teleg-ram  to  the  Third  International : — 

United  Communist  Party  of  Great  Britain  constituted  to-day  on  the 
following  bases  : — 

Adoption  of  Soviet  system  for  achieving  power  by  the  workers. 

Proletarian  Dictatorship  as  means  of  combating  counter-revolution. 

Adherence  to  Third  International. 

Parliamentary  action  as  means  of  revolutionary  propaganda  and 

agitation'. 

Affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party  as  a revolutionary  tactic. 

Party  expresses  joy  at  being  able  to  march  hand  in  hand  with  great 
Russian  and  other  Communist  Parties  of  the  world. 

Long  live  the  Russian  Soviet  Republic  ! 

' Long  live  the  Third  International  ! 

Long  live  Communism  ! 

This  was  agreed  to. 

TELEGRAM  TOr  RUSSIAN  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

The  Chairman  said  he  had  another  recommendation  from  the 
Standing-  Orders  Commifttee,  that  the  following  telleg-ram  be  sent 
toi  the  Russian  Communist  Party  : — 

The  Communist  Party  in  Conference  assembled  sends  its  greetings  to 
Russian  Communist  Party  and  ito  the  victorious  Russian  proletariat ; demands 
immediate  recognition  of  the  Soviet  Government  and  peace  with  Russia  to 
be  concluded  at  a general  peace  conference  held  in  full  publicity;  and  calls 
upon  the  organised  workers  in  their  forthcoming  ballot  to  show  that  they 
are  prepared  to  compel  the  fulfilment  of  these  demands  by  direct  action. 

He  said  this  teleg-ram  had  in  view  the  possibility  of  a peace 
conferenoei  meeting-  some  time  next  week  in  connection  with  not 
only  the  Russian  but  the  world  situation.  If  the  peace  conference 
■was  held  it  would  be  circumscribed  to  circumstance  that  would 
be  anything-  but  favourable  to  thel  working  class  movement, 
Russian  and  lilnternational.  There  was  a suggestion  that  its 
de^liberations  should  not  be  in  open  light  and  full  publicity,  but  in 
the  cloister,  the  public  only  getting  what  information  those  in 
authoirity  chose  to  issue.  This  was  our  protest  against  any  such 
action. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

THE  LABOUR  PARTY  AGAIN. 

The  Chairman^  (ileverting  to  the  resolutilon  as  to  affiliation  with 
the  Labour  Party)  said  that  three  amendmentsi  had  beeti  handed 
up  which  would  only  have  applied  if  “B”  had  been  carried,  and 
as  it  had  not  been  carried  they  fell  to  the,  ground.  He  had  another 
that  was  handed  up  by  the  Cardiff  group  to  be  moved  if  “A”  was 
carried.  This  grioup  wanted  a proviilso  that  the  Communist  Party 
should  be  a'llowed  to  retain  freedom  of  action  in  regard  to 
agitational  woirk.  But  he  was  not  goiing  to  ask  the  Convention  tO' 
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pass  this,  because;  he  thought  it  was  a matter  for  the  Executive, 
Committee.  In  hiis  opiniom,  it  would  be>  a complete  travesty  of 
the  spirit  of  the)  Convention  if  the  Executive,  or  anyone  in  the 
party,  allowed  the  Labour  Party  to  circumiscribe  the  independeince 
of  spirit  withib  the  Communist  Party. 

W.  Saltmarsh,  on  behalf  of  the  Cardiff  group,  said  he  agreed 
toi  this  action. 

TENTATIVE  PROPOSALS. 

The  Convention  then  returned  tO'  the  “ Tentative  Proposals 
providing  for  Transformation  intO'  the  Communiist  Party,”  which 
had  been  partly  discussed  on  the  Saturday  evening. 

These  proposals  were;  very  fully  etxplained — a great  deal  of 
detail  being  addedi — and  were  discussed  at  length.  An  ame;ndment 
on  No.  14  altering  the  headquarters’  levy  from  is.  a month  to  6d. 
a month  was  moved  and  seconded,  but  was  lost.  On  No.  5 it 
was  explained  that  the  Prloviisional  Committee  were  arranging  for 
a special  Literature  Departmeint,  under  the  name  of  the  Universal 
Publishing  Co'. , with  comrade  S.  H.  Raines  as  manager,  and  this 
brought  forth  certain  statements  concerning  Raines  and  his 
association  with  the  Manchester  Labour  College  and  the 
Manchester  Reformers’  Bookshop,  which  were  stated  by  delegates 
to  be  in  circulation,  and  called  for  an  inveistigation.  Eventually 
it  was  agreed — the  Provisional  Committee  concurring — -that  this 
litem  be  deferred  pending  a thorough  investigation  by  the 
Provisional  Executive.  The  Tentative  Propotsals  were  then 
submitted  tO'  the  Convention  en  blcc  and  carried  unanimously. 

NAME  OF  PARTY. 

In  answier  to  Mrs.  Walker  (B.S.P.,  East  Liverpool),  the 
Chairman  stated  that  the  name  of  the  party  was  the  “Communist 
Party  of  Great  Britain.” 

MISCELLANEOUS  RESOLUTIONS. 

Thei  Chairman  said  there  was  a resolution  from  the  Socialist 
Prohibition  Fellowship  as  follows: — 

That  the  Communist  Party  will  throw  the  weight  of  its  influence  in 
favour  of  the  complete  suppression  of  the  manufacture  of  alcoholic  liquors 
for  beverage  purposes,  or  alternatively  appoints  a committee  to  consider  the 
matter  in  ,the  light  of  Russian  experience  and  revolutionary  necessity. 

R.  Stewart  (Socialist  Prohibiiition  Fellowship)  said  that, 
irrespective;  of  whether  th,ei  Convention  passed  the  motion  or  not, 
it  was  a question  that  we  should  have  tot  consider.  There  was 
little  sense  in  passing  resolutions  and  not  expecting  anything  to 
happen,  and  we  had 'become  famous  fori  that  kind  of  thing  In 
Britain.  Those  whot  suggested  we  should  pass  tO'  next  business 
whenever  Prohibition  was  mentioned  had  not  apparently  had  the 
experience  that  he  and  others  had  had  of  the  wotrking  class 
movement  as  it  was  at  present — particularly  in  Scotland.  The 
necessity  for  prohibition  was  certainly  as  great  hete  as  in  Russia. 
He  wanted  Prohibitibn  considered  as  a revolutionary  tactic;  it 
was  certainly  as  revolutionary  as  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party. 
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He  did  not  want  toi  g-O'  into,  the  pros  and  coois  at  the  moiTient — 
he  kniew  he  could  lick  the  opposition  when  he  did — all  he  asked 
was  that  the  matter!  should  be  referred  to  the  Executive  for  their 
consiideratiom. 

The  resolution  was  seconded  and  referred  to  the  Provisional 
Executive. 

The  Chairman  said  he  had  a resolution  from  the!  Abertillery 
Communist  Unity  Group,  that  the  question  of  individuals  being- 
members  of  the  Communist  Party,  whilst  holding-  membership  of 
any  other  political  party,  be  rteimitted  tO'  the  Executive  for  their 
consideration. 

This  was  agreed  toi. 

W.  Hill  (Oldham  Unity  Committee)  moved  that  the  Conference 
instruct  the  E.C.  to  appoint  food,  fuel  and  house  controllers  in 
vilew  of  the  imminence  of  the  revolution. 

This  and,  anoither  resolution,  that  the  badge  of  the’  Communist 
Party  shouldi  be  the  Red  Flag,  were  alsoi  remitted  to  the  Executive 
Committee. 

YOUNG  SOCIALIST  LEAGUE. 

Jasi.  Stewart,  who'  had  been  the  delegate  from  the  Nottingham 
Communist  Unity  Group,  but  who'  now  appeared  on,  behalf  of  the 
Young  Socialist  League,  addressed  the  Convention.  He  said  he 
took  the  full  creidiiit  for.  the  organisation  of  the  Yoiung  Socialist 
League.  He  had  landed  himself  in  gaol  for  it  before  it  was  born, 
but  it  was  practically  born  before  he  came  out.  Thofse  who 
applauded  the  names  of  Karf  Liiebknecht  and  Rosa  Luxembourg 
should  read  Liebknecht’s  book  on  militarism  and  anti-militarism, 
and  urge:  others  to'  read  it.  For  the  very  young  of  the  working 
class  there  was  the  Socialist  Sunday  School  movement,  but  when 
the  boys  and  girls  left  the  Sunday  School — when  they  reached  the 
age  of  starting  tO'  work — what  literature  was  there  to  gitve  them  ? 
What  literature  had  the  working  class  movement  toi  give  these 
boiys  and  girls,  that  would  explain  their  function  inside  the  factory, 
mine  or  workshop?  The  Young  Socialist  League  had  been 
established,  and  would  play  a prominent  part  in  the  growth  and 
development  of  the  Communist  Party.  Boys  not  yet  developed 
into  miein  were  investing  all  their  pocket-money  in  supplying  the 
literature  we  should  have  siuppliled  years  agO'.  Had  we  dome  this, 
the  Communist  Parity  would  have  come  intO'  being  long  since. 
Delegates  should  lay  hold  of  thie  yo'ung  and  bring  them  into  the 
movement.  When  they  went  back  tO'  their  branches  they  should 
get  into'  touch  with  the  organisers  of  the  Young  Socialist  League! 
and  the  Ediltor  of  its  official  organ,  “'Phe  Red  Flag.”  Bring  the 
boys  and  girls  into'  the  movement,  and  there  would  be  more 
Communists  whlepi  they  grew  up.  All  power  tO'  the  yo'ung 
movement  ! 

On  this  no'te  the  Co'nvention  practically  closed ; for  the 
Chairman  having  very  briefly  addressed  the;  delegates,  asking 
them  to  see  to  it  that  the  Communist  Party  was  aliive  .not  merely 
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at  MS  centre  but  rjight  toi  the  end  of  its  tentacles,  and  hoping  ihey 
would  put  into  operation  the  spirit  and  enthusiasm  manifested  at 
the  Coinvielntion,  the  proceedings  terminated. 
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SECRETARY’S  REPORT 

The  following"  is  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  Joint  Provisional  Committee 
as  a record  of  the  steps  that  have  led  up  to  the  summoning  of  this  Convention 
to  establish  the  United  Communist  Party  on  a definite  and  permanent  basis. 

The  present  negotiations  for  Communist  Unity  have  been  proceeding  for 
some  fourteen  months.  After  several  attempts  to  discover  a common  platform 
between  the  various  national  Socialist  organisations,  the  movement  to  un-'ty 
took  a new  direction.' — in  an  endeavour  to  unite  in  one  body  all  the  revolutionary 
left  wing  groups  and  organisations  that  had  Communism  for  their  objective 
and  adhered  to  the  Third  International. 

It  was  conveyed  to  these  various  groups  and  organisations  by  the 
Central  Executive  Committee  of  the  Third  International  at  Moscow  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  all  sincere  Communists  to  work  for  unity,  and  that  whilst 
differences  and  difficulties  undoubtedly  existed,  the  differences  and 
difficulties  must  be  overcome  and  not  permitted . to  constitute  an  obstacle  to 
unity  in  view  of  the  need  for  consolidating-  the  revolutionary  Communist 
forces  all  over  the  world.  A meeting  was  accordingly  arranged  in  London  in 
June,  1919,  at  which  members  of  the  B.S.P.,  S.L.P.,  W.S.F.,  and  S.  Wales 
S.S.  attended  with  the  hope  of  ascertaining  what  the  possibilities  for  unity 
actually  were. 

The  discussion  showed  that  there  was  little,  if  any,  disagreement  so  far  as 
concerned  fundamental  prin<ciples  and  the  general  base-s  upon  which  the  four 
organisations  could  unite.  The  main  difficulty  arose  on  the  question  of  tactics, 
particularly  in  regard  to  the  relations  of  the  proposed  new  Party  to  the  Labour 
Party  and  the  existing  industrial  and  political  organisations  of  the  working 
class.  The  B.S.P.  representatives  referred  to  the  referendum  of  that  organisa- 
tion taken  the  previous  year,  and  to  the  vote  of  its  last  Annual  Conference, 
when  the  policy  of  working  through  the  political  Labour  movement  was  re- 
affirmed by  overwhelming  majorities,.  And  they  stated  that  they  felt  that  the 
bulk  of  the  B.S.P.  membership  would  make  it  conditional  upon;  any  steps 
in  the  direction  of  unity  that  the  bases  of  amalgamation  should  include  the 
affiliation  of  the  new  organisation  to  the  Labour  Party. 

Aga'inst  that  the  members  of  the  S.L.P.  and,  to  a less  extent,  the 
representatives  of  the  W.S.F.  and  the  S.  Wales  S.S.,  urged  that,  however 
much  they,  as  individuals,  might  be  prepared  to  make  that  concession  in  order 
to  achieve  unity,  it  would  be  quite  useless  for  them  to  approach  their  members 
with  any  proposal  for  unity  that  made  affiliation  to  the  Labour  Party  one  of 
the  bases  of  amalgamation. 

Subsequently,  a further  proposal  was  made  as  suggesting  a middle  course 
to  which  all  might  agree.  That  proposal  was  that  the  membership  of  the 
various  bodies  should  be  consulted  as  to  their  willingness  to  merge  their  re- 
spective organisations  in  one  Communist  Party,  and  that  the  question  of  the 
relations  of  the  new  Party  with  the  Labour  Party  should  be  .settled  by  the 
membership  of  the  new  Party  when  it  was  formed.  Eventually  this  proposal 
was  accepted  by  all  pre.sient,  and  the  conference  adjourned  on  the  understanding 
that  it  should  be  .submitted  to  the  various  Executives  in  the  following  form  . — 

'•  That  the  membership  of  the  various  organisations  be  consulted 
as  to  their  willingness  to  merge  the  existing  organisations  in  a united 
Party,  having  for  its  object  the  establishment  of  Communism  by  means 
of  the  dictatorship  of  the  working  class  working  through  Soviets  ; and 
that  the  question  of  the  affiliation  of  the  new  Party  to  the  Labour  Party 
be  .settled  by  a referendum  of  the  members  three  months  after  the 
Party  is  formed.” 
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This  proposal  was  in  duo  course  submitted  to  and  adopted  by  the  Executives 
of  the  B.S.P.,  (he  W.S.F.,  and  the  S.  Wales  S.S.  After  some  delay,  it 
appeared  that  the  Executive  of  the  S.L.P.  had  not  accepted  the  report  of  their 
members  at  the  Unity  Conference,  and  whilst  they  could  hardly  refuse  to  consult 
their  membership  on  a proposal  for  uniity  that  had  assumed  such  concrete  shape, 
nevertheless  their  referendum  was  to  be  taken  in  such  fashion  as  was  calculated 
to  render  its  decision  null  and  void  so  far  as  any  definite  step  towards  unity 
was  concerned.  The  result  of  the  S.L.P.  referendum  was,  therefore,  a fore- 
gone conclusion,  and  consisted  of  a pious  declaration  in  favour  of  unity,  the 
practical  value  of  which  was  negatived  by  a rigid  refusal  to  allow  the  new 
party  an  opportunity  whatever  of  departing,  if  it  so  wished,  from  the  tradi- 
tional policy  of  the  S.L.P.  on  the  tactical  issues  involved. 

Thenceforward,  right  up  to  Easter  of  'this  year,  efforts  were  made,  both 
inside  and  outside  of  the  S.L.P.  to  induce  its  Executive  to  reconsider  thdr 
intransigeant  attitude  that  was  tending  to  wreck  the  whole  movement  for  Com- 
munist Unity.  It  was  pointed  out  to  them  that  the  unity  of  the  left  wing 
organisationis  was  only  possible  if  all  were  prepared  to  make  concessions ; 
that  other  .organisations  concerned  in  the  negotiations  that  attached  equal 
importance  as  themselves,  though  from  a different  angle,  to  the  tactical 
questions  in  dispute,  were  prepared  to  refer  them  for  decision  of  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  new  Party  ; and  they  were  repeatedly  urged  to  send  representatives 
to  the  Unity  Conference  where  the  points  at  issue  could  be  discussed.  But 
all  to  no  avail. 

Meanwhile,  a struggle  was  proceeding  inside  the  S.L.P.  itself  between 
its  conservative  doctrinaire  executive  and  the  elements  that  were  genuinely 
desirous  of  a united  Communist  Party.  These  elements  siummoned  a special 
conference  of  their  sympathisers  within  the  S.L.P.,  which  was  held  at  Notting- 
ham at  Easter,  and  from  that  conference  issued  a manifesto  in  favour  of 
unity,  and  explaining  and  defending  the  attitude  of  the  S.L.P.  members  at 
the  original  Unity  Conference.  This  served  to  rally  those  in  the  S.L.P.  who 
were  in  favour  of  a Communist  Party,  and  to  save  themselves  the  Executive 
of  the  S.L.P.  expelled  the  signatories  from  the  Party’s  ranks.  Those 
expelled  from  the  S.L.P.  thereupon  constituted  themselves  a Communist  Unity 
Group  and  applied  for  and  were  admitted  to  separate  representation  at  the 
Unity  negotiations.  From  that  moment  the  S.L.P.  ceased  officially  to  figure 
in  the  negotiations,  and  its  place  was  taken  by  the  Communist  Unity  Group. 
Incidentally,  this  Group  attached  to  itself  every  single  member  of  the  S.L.P 
of  standing  and  repute,  and  all  the  known  active  speakers  and  workers  joined 
with  them,  so  that  they  now  stand  as  a group  much  stronger  than  the  S.L.P. 
ever  stood  both  in  morale  and  numbers. 

Thi's  change  allowed  the  deliberations  to  proceed  a step  further,  but 
shortly  a fresh  obstacle  had  to  be  encountered.  Although  the  discussion  on  (he 
Unity  Conference  showed  that  the  tactical  diffi'culties  in  the  way  of  unity  were 
still  not  altogether  surmounted,  they  also  demonstrated  that  while  each  sffde 
was  not  prepared  to  accept  fully  the  position)  of  the  other,  nevertheless  each — 
that  is  so  far  as  the  B.S.P.  and  the  Communist  Unity  Group  were  concerned — 
was  determined  to  hold  fast  to  the  negotiations  in  the  hope  of  some  way  ou‘ 
presenting  itself.  The  attitude  assumed  by  the  W.S.F.,  however,  became  more 
and  more  lukewarm  and,  later,  distinctly  hostile,  and  their  contributions  to 
the  discussions  revealed  'ihem  as  being  more  desirous  of  creating  additional 
obstacles  and  propounding  fresh  problems  than  of  devising  ways  and  means 
of  overcoming  difficulties.  With  them  anti-parliamentarism — which,  in  the 
initial  stages  of  the  discussion,  they  stated  they  considered  to  be.  of  altogether 
secondary  importance  to  the  need)  for  unity — suddenly  became  a fetish,  and  was 
used  continually  to  hamper  the  making  of  any  real  progress  towards  estab- 
lishing the  Communist  Party. 

Nevertheless,  the  discussions  were  continued,  in  spite  of  the  W.S.F. 
rather  than  by  their  aid,  and  eventually,  a stage  was  reached  when  the  long- 
waited  solution  appeared  to  present  itself.  It  was  decided  that,  in  view  of  the 
failure  of  the  delegates  to  agree  upon  the  question  of  Labour  Party  affiliation, 
the  whole  matter  of  tactics  should  be  submitted  to  a special  Convention  of  the 
rank  and  file  to  be  arranged  by  the  Unity  Conference.  This  proposal 
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unanimously  agreed  to  by  all  the  section®,  and  the  Conference  resolved  itself 
into  a Joint  Provisional  Committee  for  carrying  the  agreement  into  effect. 

It  v^as  felt,  however,  that  for  the  rank  and  file  Conventions  to  be  of  any 
value  at  all,  some  understanding  should  be  arrived  at  as  to  its  relation  to  the 
projected  Communist  Party.  Obviously,  if  sluch  a Convention  were  held,  and  no 
stipulation  made  in  connection  with  the  Communist  Party,  there  was  a great 
danger  that  the  various  sides  to  the  negotiations  might  simply  use  the  Con- 
vention to  find  the  volume  and  extent  of  their  own  support  and  influence,  that 
those  whose  views  on  the  various  questions  of  tactics  were  not  endorsed  by  the 
Convention  might  break  away,  and  that  the  outcome  would  mean  several 
Communist  Parties  instead  of  one. 

Such  an  outcome,  as  will  be  readily  appreciated,  would  have  been  anything 
but  unity,  and  would  certainly  not  have  justified  the  twelve  months’  deliberation 
on  the  matter.  It  was,  therefore,  resolved  that  the  National  Convention  should 
proclaim  by  resolution  the  formation  of  the  Communist  Party,  which  resolution, 
if  accepted,  would  transform  the  remainder  of  the  Convention  into  a Conference 
of  the  Communist  Party,  deciding  its  tactical  policy  and  instructing  its  officials 
accGrdingl)%  the  minority  in  each  case  being  expected  to  abide  by  that  decision. 
The  bodies  participating  in  summoning  the  National  Convention  were  to  be 
regarded  as  pledged  to  merge  themselves  in  the  new  Communist  Party,  and 
representation  to  the  Convention  was  to  be  held  to  imply  that  those  branches, 
groups,  and  societies  sending  delegates  would  be  bound  by  the  decisions  of  Ihe 
Convention  and  become  branches  of  the  Communist  Party.  To  prevent  any 
ambiguity  on  this  point  the  invitation  circular  was  to  make  it  clear  that  this 
course  was  to  be  followed,  and  only  those  bodies  prepared  to  agree  to  it  were 
to  be  urged  to  send  delegates.* 

To  this  the  W.S.F.  delegation  took  exception;  they  presently  broke  away 
entirely  from  the  Provisional  Committee,  and  at  a tiny  and  uninfluential 
gathering  of  their  supporters,  held  on  June  19th,  ostensibly  summoned  to  discuss 
their  views  on  the  Convention  proposals,  decided  to  change  their  name  from 
the  “Workers’  Socialist  Federation”  to  the  “Communist  Party.”  This  may 
have  been  considered  good  tactics  from  their  point  of  view,  in  that  it  may 
serve  to  give  them  temporarily  a new  lease  of  life.  But  that  such  disruptive 
action  deserves  the  severest  condemnation  of  all  genuine  Communists  is  seen 
from  the  message  received  from  Comrade  Lenin  by  the  Joint  Provisional  Com- 
mittee and  from  the  declarations  presented  by  the  Central  Excutive  Committee 
to  the  Congress  of  the  Third  International  just  assembled  at  Moscow. 

The  Joint  Provisional  Committee  has,  therefore,  proceeded  with  its  work 
on  the  lines  agreed  upon,  and  it  is  to  give  effect  to  that  agreement  that  this 
Convention  has  been  called.  It  is  the  conviction  of  the  Joint  Provisional 
Committee  that  a great  deal  of  the  difficulty  that  has  had  to  be  met  and 
contended  against  will  disappear  of  itself  once  the  real  Communist  Party 
stands  as  an  established  fact.  The  pursuit  of  its  policy  and  the  defence  of  its 
programme  will  create  such  an  atmosphere  as  is  calculated  to  develop  the 
revolutionary  fervour  that  is  latent  within  our  movement,  and  sweep*  aside 
the  distrust,  suspicion,  and  tardy  indecsion  that  has  marked  it  hitherto. 

On  behalf  of  the  Provisional  Committee  for  the  Communist  Party, 

ALBERT  INKPIN, 

Secretary. 


APPENDIX  B 


Fraternal 
delegates  : — 


messages  received  at  the  Convention'  and  reported  to  the 
N.  LENIN. 


Having  received  the  letter  of  the  Joint  Provisional  Committee  of 
the  Communist  Party  of  Britain,  dated  June  20th,  1 'hasten  to  reply  in 


* The  S.  Wales  S.S:  at  this  stage  had  become  defunct.  Their  place  on 
the  Joint  Provisional  Committee  was  subsequently  taken  by  the  S.  Wales 
Communist  Council,  a much  stronger  and  more  influential  body. 
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accordance  with  their  request  that  I am  in  complete  sympathy  with  their 
plans  for  the  immediate  organisation  of  a Communist  Party  in  England. 
I consider  the  policy  of  comrade  Sylvia  Fankhurst  and  of  the  Workers’ 
Socialist  Federation  in  refusing  to  collaborate  in  the  amalgamation  of 
the  British  Socialist  Party,  Socialist  L.abour  Party  and  others  into  one 
Communist  Party  to  be  wrong.  I personally  am  in  favour  of  participation 
in  Parliament  and  of  adhesion  to  the  Labour  Party  on  condition  of  free 
and  independent  Communist  activity.  This  policy  I am  going  to  defend 
at  the  Second  Congress  of  the  Third  International  on  July  15th,  at 
Moscow.  I consider  it  most  desirable  that  a Communist  Party  be  speedily 
organised  on  the  basis  of  the  decisions  and  principles  of  the  Third  Inter- 
national, and  that  that  party  be  ^brought  into  close  touch  with  the 
Industrial  Workers  of  the  World  and  the  -Shop  Steward  Committees  in 
order  to  bring  about  their  complete  Union. 

LENIN, 

Moscow,  July  Sth. 


GERMAN  COMMUNIS!  PARTY. 

German  Communist  Party  regretting  sincerely  the  impossibility  of 
sending  a delegate  conveys  heartiest  wishes  for  the  complete  success  of 
your  Congress.  Unity  of  principles,  tactics,  party  organisation  and  action 
will  make  the  British  Communist  Party  a powerful  and  glorious  army 
of  the  Third  International.  We  hail  in  the  delegates  of  the  present 
Congress  the  leading  party  in  the  future  revolutionary  struggles  of  the 
proletarian  masses.  Fraternal  greetings.  Three  cheers  for  the  British 
Communist  Party  and  the  British  working  class.  Three  cheers  for  the 
Communist  Parties  in  all  countries,  for  the  Third  International  and  for 
the  world  revolution. 

CLARA  ZETKIN. 

Dear  Comrades, — To  our  thanks  for  your  kind  invitation  we  join  our 
congratulations  on  the  progress  achieved  in  bringing  about  this  very  important 
Congress.  We  are  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  send  a fraternal  delegate,  but 
the  political  situation!  is  so  loaded  up  with  the  elements  of  conflicts,  above  all 
is  so  rich  in  tasks  and  duties  which  are  imposed  on  us  by  the  struggle  in 
which  we  are  engaged,  that  the  Party  cannot  spare  anyone  for  any  length 
of  time,  at  least,  for  the  present. 

Yet,  dear  comrades,  we  are  aware  of  the  very  great  importance  of 
your  Congress,  which  is  to  give  to  the  growing  revolutionary  movement  of 
the  British  working  class  a leading  Communist  Party,  whose  force  will  be 
unity  of -action,  based  on  and  guaranteed  by  a)  unity  of  principle,  tactics  and 
organisation.  Such  a Party  will  have  the  consciousness  and  the  power  to 
use  all  weapons  in  the  hands  of  the  proletariat — parliamentarism  included — 
as  revolutionary  means  for  the  revolutionary  aim,  overthrowing  capitalist 
order  and  building  up  Communism  by  Soviet  order.  And  it  will  largely^ 
contribute  to  bring  the  Communists  into  the  closest  touch  and  connection 
with  the  labouring  masses  themselves.  This  Party  will  realise  the  revolu- 
tionary actions  of  the  labouring  masses  and  can  never  share  the  childish 
ambition  to  replace,  such  actions  by  revolutionary  trifling.  The  international 
political  situation  makes  most  urgent  the  international  revolutionary  collabora- 
tion of  Communists  in  all  countries.  The  Entente  Imperialists  continue  their 
criminal  efforts  to  crush  Communist  Soviet  Russia  by  all  means.  For  this 
purpose  they  now  sustain  and  arm  the  rapacious  Polish  Imperialism.  At 
Spa  the  counter-revolutionaries  of  the  victorious  Entente  and  of  vanquished 
Germany  have  come  to  a fraternal  understanding  in  order  to  disarm  and  kill 
the  proletarian  revolution  in  Germany  and  to  re-establish  the  Weakened  and 
crumbling  capitalist  system  by  aggravating  the  exploitation  and  servitude  of 
the  working  class  people.  Against  international  capitalism  and  international 
counter-revolution — international  Communism,  the  Third  International,  the 
world  revolution.  We  are  quite  sure  the  British  Communist  Party  will  be 
a very  strong  force  in  the#  struggle,  while  the  Third  International  will  have 
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to  fight  against  the  counter-revolution  all  over  the  world  and  not  least  against 
the  Capitalists  and  Imperialists  of  Great  Britain. 

Dear  comrades,  we  trust  in  the  good  solid  work  which  the  Congress  will 
achieve  in  this  respect.  We  know  by  hard  experience  how  great  the  diffi- 
culties are  which  confront  those  who  wash  to  constitute  a Communist  Party, 
united  in  principles  and  tactics.  But  we  have  learned  to  deal  with  those 
difficulties  and  to  overcome  them.  All  our  Party’s  discussions  and  splits  have 
served  to  increase  the  consciousness  and  power  of  the  Party.  We,  are  con- 
vinced you  will  have  the  same  experience.  By  fighting  confusions  and 
illusions  we  arrived  at  clearness  and  strength  and  succeeded  in  becoming 
all  the  more  powerful  against  our  national  and  international  foes. 

Our  most  hearty  washes  for  the  work  of  the  Congress,  for  the  development 
of  the  young  British  Communist  Party. 

We  are,  dear  friends  and  comrades,  wath  you  in  your  efforts,  with  the 
fighting  proletarian  class  of  Great  Britain,  with  the  exploited  and  struggling 
wage-slaves  in  all  countries.  For  the  world  revolution  ! 

Sincerely  yours,  For  the  Communist  Party  of  Germany, 

(by  order)  CLARA  ZETKIN. 

DUTCH  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

Dear  Comrades, — We  leceived  your  invitation  and  regret  w^e  cannot  send 
a delegate  to  your  Congress.  Nevertheless  we  send  our  best  washes  and 
hope  that  your  Congress  will  establish  a great  united  Communist  Party  in 
Great  Britain,  capable  of  leading  the  British  working  masses  to  Communism. 

Long  live  the  unity  of  all  Communists  in  Great  Britain  ! 

Long  live  the  Third  International ! 

The  E.yecutive  of  the  Dutch  Communist  Party. 

J.  C.  CETON,  Secretary. 

AUSTRIAN  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

Dear  Comrade, — TThe  German-Austrian  Communist  Party  greets  and 
congratulates  the  foundation  of  a Communist  Party  in  Great  Britain. 

We  hope  that  you  will  develop  successfully  in  your  country  and  form 
a strong  party,  containing  all  Communist  groups  of  Great  Britain,  and  all 
workers  who  acknowledge  the  Third  International  to  be  their  true  father- 
land. 

The  advance  of  our  glorious  brethren,  the  Russian  Communists,  and 
the  victories  of  the  heroic  Red  .Army  gather  the  capitalists  of  the  w'hole 
world  in  the  fight  against  the  red  Republic  of  the  Russian  w'orkers  and 
peasants.  At  this  time  more  than  ever  the  workers  are  bound  to  form  a , 
single  front  against  the  dark  pow'ers  of  the  enemy. 

Our  Communist  Party  in  Austria  was  founded'  nearly  tw’o  years  ago, 
at  the  time  when  Austrian  militarism  w'as  smashed:  on  the  front  of  the 
Imperialist  world  war.  You,  in  a country  of  victorious  capitalism,  are 
meeting  with  a much  harder  struggle  to  win  the  brains  and  the!  hearts  of  the 
wwkers  ,who  still  believe  in  a peaceful  development  of  the  international  class 
struggle.  Yours  also  is  the  task  of  fighting  the  oldest  and  at  the  same 
time  the  strongest  caipitalism  and  imperialism  of  the  whole  world. 

For  the  successful  progress  of  the  Party  we  veniture  to  express  the 
opinion  that  it  is  necessary  that  differences  on  questions  of  minor  importance 
such  as  participation  in  parliamentary  action,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
hamper  the  firm  fight  or  prevent  the  unification  of  all  revolutionary  Com- 
munists. 

Long  live  the  Third  International! 

Long  live  the  Workers’  and  Peasants’  Republic  of  Russia! 

Long  live  the  Workers’  and  Peasants’  League  of  the  W’hole  World  ! 

Long  live  the  Communist  Party  of  Great  Britain  ! 

For  the  Austrian  Communist  Party, 

JOHN  WERTHEIM. 

IITALIAN  SOCIALIST  PARTY. 

Dear  Comrades, — We  are  unable  to  send  a representative  to  take  part 
in  your  Conference  of  the  31st  of  July  owing  to  the  absence  of  several 
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of  our  members  in  Russia  attending  the  Second  Congress  of  the  d'hird 
International,  and  also  on  account  of  the  numerous  economic  agitations 
which  are  now  being  waged  in  Italy.  We  are  very  pleased  with  the  agree- 
nient  arrived  at  between  the  best  British  elements  to  accomplish  a common 
task  according  to  the  policy  of  the  Third  International.  The  importance  of 
such  an  event  must  not  be  overlooked  at  this  moment  when  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Communist  Parties  the  worldi  over  are  meeting  at  Moscow  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  bringing  about  the  World  Revolution. 

Our  proletariat  is  watching  with  symipathy  the  progress  of  the  British 
proletariat  which  is  liberating  itself  from  Social  Democratic  error  and 
marching  decisively  towards  Communism. 

The  Eastern  bourgeoisie  are  looking  hopefully  to  the  English  bour- 
geoisie to  defend  them  against  the  ever-growing  menace  of  the  Revolution. 
We  are  confident  that  the  English  proletariat  will  be  able  to  secure  the 
triumph  and  the  consolidation  of  the  Russian  Revolution  which  is  the 
matrix  of  the  World  Revolution. 

The  working  classes  of  Italy  have  done  and  will  do  everything  in  their 
power  to  accomplish  this  supremely  important  task  and  stretch  out  their 
hands  to  English  comrades  who  are  uniting  with  them  against  the  common 
foe.  It  is  not  now  the  hour  for  hesitation  or  vain  promises.  What  the 
Communists  do  to-day  will  assure  them  the  triumph  of  the  future.  It  is 
the  hour  for  definite  decisions  of  historic  responsibility  which  must  be  faced 
without  hesitation.  To  the  comrades  assembled  at  London  we  send  these 
earnest  words,  which  are  the  expression  of  the  determination  of  the  Italian 
Socialists. 

In  the  name  of  the  Italian  Socialists  we  greet  you,  looking  with  you 
towards  the  Universal  Republic  of  the  Councils.  Long  live  Communist 
England  ! 

(Signed)  EGIDIO  GENNARI,  Political  Secretary. 
SWISS  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

Dear  Comrades, — We  are  in  receipt  of  your  invitation  to  attend  your 
Convention.  As  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  send  a delegation  we  think  it  is 
our  duty  to  send  a short  report  of  the  attitude  of  our,  Party. 

The  Swiss  Communist  Party  during  the  last  few  years  has  developed 
with  rapid  strides  all  the  revolutionary  forces  among  the  workers,  and  is 
the  only  revolutionary  organisation  in  Switzerland  that  clearly  and  firmly 
represents  the  Third  International.  The  official  organ  of  the  Swiss  Com- 
munists appears  twice  weekly,  and  numberless  propaganda  leaflets  and 
publications  are  distributed. 

In  regard  to  the  question  of  Parliamentary  action,  we  do  not  dogmatise, 
nor  do  we  completely  dispense  with  same.  At  our  last  Conference  the  Party 
laid  down'  the  following  policy  : — 

In  all  trade  unions,  Communist  groups  are  to  be  formed  whose  duty  it 
is  to  influence  the  Workers’  Committees  and  to  organise  same  when  not 
already  in  existence,  also  to  organise  the  workers  in  a systematic  way 
preparatory  to  taking  over  production  and  dealing  with  all  social  questions 
affecting  the  whole  country. 

The  Party  consider  it  absolutely  necessary  that  the  proletariat  should  be 
especially  enlightened  upon  the  great  power  of  unitedi  mass  action.  The 
Social  Democratic  Party  of  Switzerland,  which  is  in  the  sharpest  oippositiou 
to  our  party,  is  small  in  numbers.  The  left  wing  of  this  party,  however, 
favours  affiliation  to  the  Third  International.  During  recent  months 
attempts  have  been'  made  by  this  section  to  bring  about  unity  with  the 
Swiss  Communist  Party.  For  this  purpose  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  should  break  completely  with  the  counter-revolutionary  elements  in 
the  Social-Democratic  Party. 

What  the  result  will  be  it  is  still  too  early  to  say.  The  Moscow 
Congress  will  decide  many  problems  that  affect  our  country. 

In  the  meantime  the  Swiss  Communist  Party  will  continue  its  fight 
under  the  Red  revolutionary  flag. 
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The  Revolutionary  Proletariat  of  Switzerland  send  their  British  com- 
rades the  best  in/ternational  greetings. 

Long  .live  the  British  Communist  Party ! 

All  hail  to  the  World’s  Communist  Revolution  ! 

For  the  Executive  of  the  Swiss  Communist  Party, 

ROBERT  MULLER. 
LEFT  WING  LL.P.  GROUP. 

Dear  Comrade,— On  behalf  of  the  Third  Internationalist  Comrades  of 
the  LL.P.,  now  known  as  the  Left  Wing  of  the  LL.P.,  we  send  you 
fraternal  greetings. 

Our  group  is  at  present  knitted  together  in  spirit  and  is  not  cemented 
into  an  organisation  of  a physical  character.  Our  main  object  is  to  adhere 
to  our  organisation,  which  logically  in  our  opinion  can  have  no  other 
course  open  to  it  but  to  act  with  other  International  comrades  along  the 
lines  of  the  Third  International,  and  to  which  end  we  are  now  unceasingly 
devoted. 

You  will  readily  understand,  therefore,  the  necessity  of  our  absence  from 
your  Convention,  though  the  rapid  establishment  of  a strong  Communist 
Party  in  Great  Britain  is  as  dear  to  us  as  to  you.  We  would  at  the  same 
time  submit  for  your  consideration  one  or  two  features  from  our  point  of 
view,  so  that  nothing  in  your  deliberations,  expressions,  or  decisions  may 
unwittingly  go  against  the  interest  of  Socialism  or  Communism  in.  this 
co-uotry  where  we  are  already  far  below  the  mark  as  compared  to  our 
neighbouring  comrades. 

We  are  holding  a position  of  great  strategic  advantage,  at  the  present 
moment,  against  odds.  If  we  give  way  or  we  are  scattered,  the  loss  will  not 
be  ours  indiividually,  but  of  the  movement  generally,  just  as  much  as  the 
g'ain  would  be  by  a successful  issue  of  our  perseverance.  We  want  our 
ranks  to  stand  firm  as  well  as  solid,  we  can  ill  afford  to  give  away  our 
fighters.  We  even  need  reinforcements.  We  therefore  trust  you  will  take 
no  action  which  might  scatter  or  thin  our  ranks,  and  we  even  hope  that 
you  will  do  everything  in  your  power  to  reinforce  us  with  every  fraternal 
assistance,  so  that  we  may  ultimately  hold  the  LL.P.  citadel  in  the  cause 
and  service  of  Communism  here  and  on  the  Continent. 

When  we  reflect  for  a moment  upon  the  action  of  our  impatient  comrades 
who  now  number  several  thousand^  who  with  a clearer  view  of  Socialism 
either  left  us  or  would  not  join  our  ranks,  we  deeply  deplore  the  result. 
During  the  last  three  years  of  momentous  events  British  Socialism  has 
deserted  Europe  for  all  practical  purposes.  Our  separated  advanced  com- 
rades have  not  been  able  to  achieve  anything  in  effect,  and  have  also  disabled 
the  LL.P.  from  taking  its  place  where  it  ought  to  have  taken  it  after  the 
Russian  Revolution.  Had  we  been  all  together  the  LL.P.  would  have 
careered  better  in  practical  politics,  and  with  its  general  touch  with  the 
Labour  movement  here,  it  would  have  affected  the  entire  trend  of  course 
in  this  country. 

Time  has  now  come  to  undo  this  error  and  not  to  repeat  it,  so  while  we 
wish  you  success  in  your  great  effort,  we  invite  you  to  give  us  every 
fraternal  and  communal  assistance  that  you  can  give  us  in  all  our  branches 
in  the  country. 

Yours  fraternally, 

HELEN  CRAWFURD  (Glasgow), 

SHAPURJI  SAKALATVALA  (City  London), 

' PE'l'ER  KEATING  (Clapham) , 

E.  H.  BROWN  (Shipley), 

h'or  all  other  comrades. 

LITHUANIAN  COMMUNIST  FEDERATION  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE 

Greetings,  Comrades.  Do  not  fail  to  carry  through  the  great  work 
to  establish  a stable  Communist  Party.  We  are  with  you. 

TOM  MANN. 

Comrades, — I much  regret  my  inability  to  be  present  at  the  Communist 
Unity  Convention  on  thh  ^igt  insl..,  owfng  to  having  to  be  at  Consett,  Co. 
Durham,  on  that  date.. 
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I desire  therefore  to  express  my  sincere  hope  that  real  success  will 
attend  the  efforts  of  those  who  assemble,  and  that  we  mar  as  a result  have 
a thorough-going  Communist  Party,  equal  to  carrying  on  the  educational 
aixli  propagandist  work  needed  to  develop  and  focus  opinion,  and  ere  long 
enable  us  to  reach  the  Communist  Ideal, 

With  fraternal  greetings. 

Yours  sincerely, 

TOM  MANN. 

NORWEGIAN  LABOUR  PARTY. 

Comrades, — Your  communication  about  the  Communist  Convention  has 
been  received.  We  thank  you  for  your  invitation  to  send  fraternal  delegates, 
but  we  have  at  present  lo  delegates  attehding  the  Congress  of  the  Third 
International.  Besides  this  we  are  carrying  on  a good  deal  of  work  in  the 
different  organisations.  It  is  therefore  impossible  to  send  fraternal  delegates 
to  yqur  Convention. 

We  express  the  best  wishes  for  the  unification  of  the  Communist  groups 
in  England.  The  organised  workers  here  are  specially  interested  in  the 
development  of  Communist  organisation  in  your  country.  We  shall  follow 
your  deliberations  with  the  keenest  interest,  and  are  expecting  good'  results. 

The  Labour  Party  in  Norway  has  decided  for  the  Soviet  system  and  the 
dictatorship  of  the  proletariat.  We  take  pari  in  elections,  but  see  in  mass 
action  the  real  means  for  attaining  Socialism. 

The  Norwegian  Labour  Party  has  now  a membership  of  120,000.  The 
Trade  Union  Congress,  held  last  week,  decided  also  in  favour  of  the  same 
principles,  and  sent  a delegate  to  the  international  Communist  Congress  in 
Russia.  The  Central  Trade  Union  organisations  have  a membership  of 
150,000.  The  party  and  trade  'unions  consist  essentially  of  the  same 
members. 

With  fraternal  greetings, 

MARTIN  TRANMAEL,  Secretary. 
KYRRE  GREPP,  Chairman. 

HUNGARIAN  COMMUNISTS. 

Dear  Comrades, — Your  Congress  takes  place  on  the  anniversary  of  the 
horrible  and  memorable  downfall  of  the  Hungarian  Soviet  Republic. 
Exactly  a year  t'O-day  Entente  capitalism,  under  the  direction  of  thei  Engl'sh 
bourgeoisie  and  the  Rumanian  hordes,  destroyed  the  Soviet  regime.  How 
could  this  happen  ? Only  because  the  British  proletariat  had  not  rallied 
to  the  banner  of  the  /Thind  International;  neither  were  the  British  masses 
sufficiently  alive  and  interested  in  the  revolutionary  movement  that  is  taking 
place.  Had  the  Soviets  survived  in  Hungary  your  Congress  to-day  would 
be  a guarantee  that  we  had  in  Great  Britain  an  active  and  virile  fighting 
organisation. 

Hungary  was  given  over  to  the  rapacity  of  the  White  hordes,  and  with 
the  help  of  the  Entente,  they  organised  their  blood-lust  officer  troops;  and 
amidst  the  diabolical  laughter  of  the  Entente  officers  our  brave  comrades 
were  ruthlessly  hung. 

Comrades,  we  cannot  expect  anything  more  from  you  than  an  aggressive 
battle  against  your  own  bourgeoisie  and  suppressors. 

Your  freedom  from  the  domination  of  capitalism  is  at  the  same  time 
our  freedom.  The  horrible  atrocities  committed  by  the  White  Guards  are 
know'n  to  everyone,  and  can  be  proved  by  documentary  and  sworn  evidence. 
Everyone. knows  it — only  the  British  Government  will  not  acknowledge  it — 
even  to-day,  after  irreproachable  evidence,  they  trot  out  their  “humane” 
phrase  mongering.  What  cant ! On  the  other  hand  the  solidarity  of  the 
bourgeoisie  is  actively  supporting  the  robber  bands  of  that  gentleman 
Horthy.  We  beg  O'f  you  aggressively  to  pursue  the  promoters  of  this 
horrible  White  terror.  Your  battle  will  be  watched  with  keen  interest  by 
millions  of  Hungarian  workers.  Your  success  and  triumph  will  be 
acclaimed  by  hundireds  of  millions  the  world  over. 

For  laying  the  foundation-stone  of  the  British  Soviet  Councils  your 
work  will  not  be  better  appreciated  than'  by  the  Hungarian  Socialist  Informa- 
tion Bureau,  Stockholm. 

(Signed)  PAUL  THOMPSON. 
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APPENDIX  C 

TENTATIVE  PROPOSALS  PROVIDING  FOR  TRANSFORMATION 
INTO  THE  COMMUNIST  PARTY. 

1.  That  the  present  acting  Joint  Provisional  Committee  with  an 
additional  Six  Members  appointed  from  the  Convention  be  elected  as  the 
Provisional  Executive  Committee  for  the  Communist  Party. 

2.  The  Provisional  Executive  to  draft  a basis  for  Constitution  and 
Rules,  and  submit  same  to  Membership  for  Amendment  and  final  approval 
by  Referendum  Vote. 

3.  The  Provisional  Executive  to  make  temporary  provision  for  carrying 
over  the  business  of  the  Party  until  the  end  of  December,  1920,  as  the 
financial  year. 

4.  They  accept  th©  offer  of  the  B.S.P,  Executive  of  the  use  of  the  hall 
and  offices  at  21a  Maiden  Lane,  Strand,  London,  W.C.2,  'until  the  expiration 
of  the  tenancy  at  Christmas,  1920,  or  pending  the  obtaining  of  other  suitable 
office  accommodation. 

5.  They  arrange  for  a complete  examination  of  all  literature  in.  circula- 
tion with  a view  to  the  re-issue  of  publications  going  out  of  print,  and  also 
other  manuscripts  available  dealing  with  the  general  revolutionary  situation.* 

6.  They  consider  a Uniform  System  of  book-keeping  for  general  use 
throughout  the  Party,  and  if  possible  have  same  ready  for  adoption  at  the 
beginning  of  the  New  Financial  Year. 

7.  They  arrange  for  election  to  office  of  a new  E.C.  by  calling  for 
Nominations  and  arranging  a Ballot  should  such  be  necessary. 

8.  The  Provisional  Executive  to  expedite  the  transformation  of  all  groups 
and  branches  into  Units  of  the  Communist  Party. 

9.  They  close  up  entirely  all  business  transactions  of  branches  and 
groups  now  merged  in  the  Communist  Party,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  thus 
transforming  all  assets  and  liabilities  into  the  common  property  of  the 
Communist  Party. 

10.  That  all  present  party  employees  be  taken  over  and  requested  to 
carry  on  pending  any  re-arrangements  necessitated  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Party  rules. 

11.  That  a central  organ  be  issued  on  behalf  of  the  Commun.ist  Party 
and  that  its  name  be  The  “COMMUNIST.” 

12.  The  Provisional  Executive  to  make  immediate  application  for  affilia- 
tion to  the  Third  International  as  the  Communist  Party  of  Great  Britain. 

13.  The  Provisional  Executive  pledges  itself  to  facilitate  ia  every 

possible  way  the  transition  into  the  Communist  Party,  and  to  do  all  it  can 

to  ensure  that  the  new  E.C.  will  be  placed:  in  possession  of  the  full 

machinery  of  the  Party. 

14.  FINANCE.  That  all  members  be  levied  is.  per  month  for  the  five 
months  August — December  for  headquarters  purposes ; the  levies  to  be 
collected  by  the  branches  and  remitted  to  the  Central  Office. 

15.  That  pending  the  drafting  of  the  Rules,  the  branches  shall  have 

liberty  to  fix  the  subscription  of  their  members  for  the  remainder  of  1920, 
the  Provisional  Executive  to  issue  temporary  membership  cards  to  the 

branches  to  cover  this  period. 

GENERAL. 

1.  That  all  members  and  Branch  officials  assist  in  every  way  the 

efforts  of  the  Provisional  E.C  to  set  the  Party  on  a soiwid  and  secure 
footing. 

2.  Branch  Secretaries  and  other  officials  be  urged  to  co-operate  in  every 
way  with  the  adoption  and  operation  of  any  temporary  system  of  working 
which  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  carry  over  the  period  of  transformation. 

3.  That  all  members  extend  loyalty  and  fidelity  to  the  Communist^  Party 
as  being  greater  and  of  more  consequence  than  the  personal  aiffi  individual 
quality  of  any  member  thereof,  and  urge  that  all  Members  subordinate  them- 
selves to  the  general  will  of  the  Party. 

* This  was  deferred  pending  an  investigation  by  the  Provisional  Execu- 
tive out  of  the  discussion  at  the  Convention. 
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LIST  OF  delp:gates,  with  branches  and  groups 

REPRESENTED. 


BRITISH  SOC 

Ashion-under-Lyne 
Barking 
Bethnal  Green 
Birkenshavv 
Bradford 
Central  London 


Clapham 

Desborough 

Dumfries 

Earlestown 

Ease  Ham 

lE'diinburgih 

Edmonton 

Erith  ...  ' ... 

Glasgow  (Central) 

Glasgow  (College) 

Glasgow  (Gorbals) 

Grays 

Greenock 

Grimsby 

Hackney  (Central) 
Hackney  (Siouth) 
Hampstead 
Harlesden 
Hastings 
Hornsey 
Huddersfield 
Islington  (South) 
Islington  (West) 
Kentish  Town 


Kettering  

Leeds  

Liverpool  (East) 

Manchester  (Openshaw) 

Merthyr  Vale 

National 

Paddington 

Paisley 

Plymouth 

Rawtenstall  

Reading  

Rochdale 

Sheffield  

Southend  

South  Salford 

Southwark 

Stalybridge  .^.  .j. 

Stepney  ...  ... 

Todmorden 
Tooting 

Walsall  


lALIST  PARTY. 

H.  W.  Inkpin. 

H.  L.  Brycespn  and  H.  Smith. 

H.  Gillison  and  J.  Valentine. 

Miss  Balfour. 

Fred  Shaw. 

A.  Angel,  T.  A.  Avis,  F.  L.  Kerran, 
• C.  L.  Malone,  M.P.,  and  E.  H. 

What  ton. 

A.  M.  Wall. 

— . Griffiths. 

Mrs.  H.  Inkpin. 

Mrs,  Nixon. 

J.  Grainger. 

H.  Hease. 

A.  Carter  and  G.  Crouch. 

Mrs.  Kennedy. 

W.  A.  Hill. 

Mrs.  D.  B.  Montefiore. 

A.  White. 

F.  Freestone. 

H.  Hinshelwood. 

J,  F.  Hodgson. 

E.  Marsh  and  A.  Nixon. 

A.  Van  do  me. 

A.  Edwards  and  H.  Milsom. 

F.  D.  Fitzgerald. 

W.  Moffatt. 

Mrs.  A.  Inkpin. 

Arthur  Gardiner. 

J T.  Ives  and  A.  Raxworthy. 

W.  H.  Brown  and  F.  Tanner. 

O.  Bangert,  C.  Batchelor,  W.  H. 
Ryde,  A,  G.  Tomkins,  and  Miss  L 
Wilkinson. 

P'.  Day. 

W.  P,  Coates  and  H.  H.  Godley. 

Mrs.  Bamber,  J.  Goldstein,  and  Mrs. 
Walker. 

A.  E.  Adshead,  J.  Crossley,  and  j. 

Grierson. 

O.  Williams. 

Robert  Williams. 

C.  T.  Hendin. 

E.  W.  Cant. 

iF.  W.  Llewellyn,  A.  Vickery,  and 
Mrs.  G.  Vickery. 

Geo.  Deer. 

G.  Hicks,  J.  Luck,  and  E.  Martin. 

A.  A.  Watts. 

D.  Manoin,  L.  Royle,  and  G.  Newton. 
W,  G.  Anderson  and  S.  G.  Warr,  Jnr. 
PI,  Addy,  J.  Forshaw,  and  A.  A. 

Purcell. 

T.  Barber,  A.  de  Bois,  and  H.  J. 
M or  ley. 

G.  Roberts. 

B.  Tobin. 

A.  T.  Leat, 

A.  R,  Siffleet  and  P.  Whitaker. 

H.  W.  Ward. 
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Walthamstow 

Warrington 

West  Ham  (South) 

Wigan  

Willesdien 


Aberdare 
Abertillery 
Ashton-’under-Lyne 
Birkenhead 
Birmingham 
Cardiff 
Coventry 

Derby  

Glasgow 
Littleboro 
Liverpool 
Netherfield 

Nottingham  (Central) 
Nottingham  (East) 
Nottingham  (South) 
Nottingham  (West) 

Oldham 
Rochdale 
Rotherham 
Sheffield 
South  Staffs. 

Trethomas 

MISCE 

Acton  Communist  Group 
Barking  I.L.P. 

Battersea  Herald  League 


Battersea  Socialist  Society 
Birmingham  Shop  Stewards 
Birmingham  S.L.P. 

Bolton  Communist  Group 
Caerphilly  C.L.C,  Class 
City  of  London  Labour  Party 
Doncaster  Workers’  Committee 
Ferndale  Socialist  Society  ... 

Glasgow  (Garngad)  I.L.P 

Greenock  Workers’  Social  Committee 
Guild  Communist  Grouip 


Halifax  Marxian  Group  

Land  Colonisation  and  Industrial 

Guild  ^ ... 

Manchester  Guild  Communist 
Group 

Northern  Division  Herald  League 

(Communist  Group)  

St.  Helens  Socialist  Society 
Sheffield  Workers’  Committee 
Socialist  Prohibition  Fellowship  ... 

South  Norwood  Communist  Group 
Southwark  Herald  Leagpe  ... 
Walthamstow  Communist  Party  ... 


G.  S.  Minds. 

J.  Dunbar  and  J,  Houghton. 

G.  Elliston. 

Miss  F.  Baldwin. 

J.  Ansell,  — . Cochrane,  W.  Glendin- 
ning,  C.  A.  Littlefield,  G.  Sinnico, 
Mrs.  Sinnico,  A.  H.  Vickers,  and 
F.  Willis. 

COMMUNIST  UNITY  GROUP. 

...  J.  E.  Thomas. 

...  W.  J.  Hewlett. 

...  H.  Webb. 

...  J.  Fitton. 

F.  B.  Silvester  and  G.  Smith. 

W.  Saltmarsh. 

...  R.  Nicolai. 

...  S.  J.  Alton. 

...  Thos.  Bell. 

...  H.  Webb. 

...  U Hamilton  and  L Morton. 

...  J.  Nally. 

...  Mrs.  Stewart. 

...  Ben  Levy. 

...  W.  Lees. 

J.  Stewart. 

...  W.  Hill. 

...  H.  Webb. 

...  J.  W.  Ibbotson  and  Mrs.  Turner. 

...  John  Lawrie. 

...  R.  Cobham. 

...  T.  J.  Watkins. 

LLANEOUS  GROUPS. 

...  E.  A.  Hooper. 

...  A.  W.  Cox  and  R.  F.  Martin. 

Mrs.  Durston,  H.  Waterman,  and  G. 
Wheeler. 

...  J.  Clancy  and  W.  Okines 
...  H.  Stubbs. 

...  W.  Brain. 

...  J.  Leach. 

F.  Evans. 

S.  Hadwyn. 

N.  Watkins. 

C.  L.  Gibbons. 

H.  McMillan. 

A.  Geddes. 

R.  Page  Arnot,  W.  M.  Holmes,  and 
Wm.  Mellor. 

A.  Waight. 


E.  B.  Reeves, 

Miss  Moorhouse  and  Miss  Ellen  C. 
Wilkinson. 

Geo.  Deacon. 

J.  R.  Stead. 

W.  H.  Jackson. 

Geo,  Anderson,  E.  Douglas,  F.  O. 

Simpson,  and  R.  Stewart. 

E.  T.  Eames. 

C.  Abbott  and  H.  Trickey. 

J.  Chiswell  and  G.  Goulding. 


152  Delegates,  with  211  Mandates. 

72 


f 


t, 

!• 

I 


